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Presidential Documents

Title 3—

The President

[FR Doc. 2015-02539
Filed 2-5-15; 8:45 am]
Billing code 3295-F5

Order of February 2, 2015

Sequestration Order for Fiscal Year 2016 Pursuant to Section
251A of the Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control
Act, as Amended

By the authority vested in me as President by the laws of the United
States of America, and in accordance with section 251A of the Balanced
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act (the “Act”), as amended, 2 U.S.C.
901a, I hereby order that, on October 1, 2015, direct spending budgetary
resources for fiscal year 2016 in each non-exempt budget account be reduced
by the amount calculated by the Office of Management and Budget in
its report to the Congress of February 2, 2015.

All sequestrations shall be made in strict accordance with the requirements
of section 251A of the Act and the specifications of the Office of Management
and Budget’s report of February 2, 2015, prepared pursuant to section 251A(9)
of the Act.

THE WHITE HOUSE,
February 2, 2015.
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Presidential Documents

Notice of February 4, 2015

Continuation of the National Emergency With Respect to the
Situation in or in Relation to Cote d’Ivoire

On February 7, 2006, by Executive Order 13396, the President declared
a national emergency, pursuant to the International Emergency Economic
Powers Act (50 U.S.C. 1701-1706), to deal with the unusual and extraordinary
threat to the national security and foreign policy of the United States con-
stituted by the situation in or in relation to Co6te d’Ivoire and ordered
related measures blocking the property of certain persons contributing to
the conflict in Cote d’Ivoire. The situation in or in relation to Cote d’Ivoire,
which has been addressed by the United Nations Security Council in Resolu-
tion 1572 of November 15, 2004, and subsequent resolutions, has resulted
in the massacre of large numbers of civilians, widespread human rights
abuses, significant political violence and unrest, and fatal attacks against
international peacekeeping forces.

The Government of Céte d’Ivoire and its people continue to make significant
progress in promotion of democratic, social, and economic development.
The United States also supports the advancement of impartial justice in
Cote d’'Ivoire as well as the Government of Cote d’Ivoire’s efforts to prepare
for a peaceful, fair, and transparent presidential election in 2015, which
will be an important milestone in Cote d’Ivoire’s progress. The United States
is committed to helping Cote d’Ivoire strengthen its democracy, and we
look forward to working with the Government and people of Cote d’Ivoire
to ensure continued progress and lasting peace for all Ivorians. We urge
all sides to work for the benefit of the country as a whole by rejecting
violence and participating in the electoral process.

While the Government of Céte d’Ivoire and its people continue to make
progress toward peace and prosperity, the situation in or in relation to
Cote d’Ivoire continues to pose an unusual and extraordinary threat to
the national security and foreign policy of the United States. For this reason,
the national emergency declared on February 7, 2006, and the measures
adopted on that date to deal with that emergency, must continue in effect
beyond February 7, 2015. Therefore, in accordance with section 202(d) of
the National Emergencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1622(d)), I am continuing for 1
year the national emergency declared in Executive Order 13396.
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This notice shall be published in the Federal Register and transmitted to
the Congress.

THE WHITE HOUSE,

February 4, 2015.
[FR Doc. 2015-02603

Filed 2-5-15; 8:45 am]
Billing code 3295-F5
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. FAA-2009-1088; Directorate
Identifier 2008—-SW-76—AD; Amendment 39—
18091; AD 2014-12-11 R1]

RIN 2120-AA64
Airworthiness Directives; Sikorsky
Aircraft Corporation Helicopters

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: We are revising Airworthiness
Directive (AD) 2014—12-11 for Sikorsky
Aircraft Corporation (Sikorsky) Model
S—92A helicopters. AD 2014-12-11
required revising the Rotorcraft Flight
Manual (RFM) to include the
appropriate operating limitations for
performing Class D external load-
combination operations. As published,
AD 2014-12-11 referenced an incorrect
date for Revision No. 12 of Sikorsky
RFM SA S92A-RFM-003, Part 1. This
AD corrects the error while retaining the
requirements of AD 2014—-12—11. These
actions are intended to require
appropriate operating limitations to
allow operators to perform Class D
external load-combination operations,
including human external cargo, in this
model helicopter that now meets the
Category A performance standard.
DATES: This AD is effective March 13,
2015.

ADDRESSES: For service information
identified in this AD, contact Sikorsky
Aircraft Corporation, Attn: Manager,
Commercial Technical Support,
mailstop S581A, 6900 Main Street,
Stratford, CT, telephone (203) 383—-4866,
email address tsslibrary@sikorsky.com,
or at http://www.sikorsky.com. You may
view this referenced service information
at the FAA, of the Regional Counsel,

Southwest Region, 2601 Meacham
Blvd., Room 663, Fort Worth, Texas
76137.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD docket on
the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov in Docket No.
FAA-2009-1088; or in person at the
Docket Management Facility between 9
a.m. and 5 p.m., Monday through
Friday, except Federal holidays. The AD
docket contains this AD, any
incorporated-by-reference information,
the economic evaluation, any comments
received, and other information. The
address for the Docket Office (phone:
800—-647-5527) is Document
Management Facility, U.S. Department
of Transportation, Docket Operations,
M-30, West Building Ground Floor,
Room W12-140, 1200 New Jersey
Avenue SE., Washington, DC 20590.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: John
Coffey, Flight Test Engineer, Boston
Aircraft Certification Office, 12 New
England Executive Park, Burlington, MA
01803; telephone (781) 238-7173; email:
john.coffey@faa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Discussion

We issued a notice of proposed
rulemaking (NPRM) to amend 14 CFR
part 39 to revise AD 2014-12-11,
Amendment 39-17872 (79 FR 45085,
August 4, 2014), which applied to
Sikorsky Model S—92A helicopters. The
NPRM, published in the Federal
Register on October 27, 2014 (79 FR
63855), proposed to retain the
requirements of AD 2014-12-11 and
correct the date of the RFM revision that
appeared in the text of the rule.

Specifically, AD 2014-12-11
included the following under paragraph
(f), Credit for Actions Previously
Completed: “Incorporation of the
changes contained in Sikorsky RFM SA
S92A-RFM-003, Part 1, Revision No.
12, approved March 21, 2005, before the
effective date of this AD is considered
acceptable for compliance with the
corresponding actions specified in
paragraph (e) of this AD.” As published,
the reference to March 21, 2005, was
incorrect. The correct approval date for
Revision 12 is December 9, 2010.

The FAA has determined that it is
appropriate to revise AD 2014-12-11 to
correct the RFM approval date. This
revision clarifies which RFM revision is

acceptable to obtain credit for previous
actions.

No other part of the preamble or
regulatory information has been
changed. The final rule is reprinted in
its entirety for the convenience of
affected operators.

Comments

We gave the public the opportunity to
participate in developing this AD, but
we received no comments on the NPRM
(79 FR 63855, October 27, 2014).

FAA’s Determination

We have reviewed the relevant
information and determined that an
unsafe condition exists and is likely to
exist or develop on other helicopters of
these same type designs and that air
safety and the public interest require
adopting the AD requirements as
proposed.

Authority for This Rulemaking

Title 49 of the United States Code
specifies the FAA’s authority to issue
rules on aviation safety. Subtitle I,
Section 106, describes the authority of
the FAA Administrator. Subtitle VII,
Aviation Programs, describes in more
detail the scope of the Agency’s
authority.

We are issuing this rulemaking under
the authority described in Subtitle VII,
Part A, Subpart III, Section 44701,
“General requirements.” Under that
section, Congress charges the FAA with
promoting safe flight of civil aircraft in
air commerce by prescribing regulations
for practices, methods, and procedures
the Administrator finds necessary for
safety in air commerce. This regulation
is within the scope of that authority
because it addresses an unsafe condition
that is likely to exist or develop on
products identified in this rulemaking
action.

Regulatory Findings

We have determined that this AD will
not have federalism implications under
Executive Order 13132. This AD will
not have a substantial direct effect on
the States, on the relationship between
the national government and the States,
or on the distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify that this AD:

(1) Is not a “significant regulatory
action” under Executive Order 12866,
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(2) Is not a “significant rule” under
DOT Regulatory Policies and Procedures
(44 FR 11034, February 26, 1979),

(3) Will not affect intrastate aviation
in Alaska to the extent that a regulatory
distinction is required, and

(4) Will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, under the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
the FAA amends 14 CFR part 39 as
follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

m 1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701,

§39.13 [Amended]

m 2. The FAA amends § 39.13 by

removing Airworthiness Directive (AD)

2014-12-11, Amendment 39-17872 (79

FR 45085, August 4, 2014), and adding

the following new AD:

2014-12-11 R1 Sikorsky Aircraft
Corporation: Amendment 39-18091;
Docket No. FAA-2009-1088; Directorate
Identifier 2008—SW-76—AD.

(a) Applicability

This AD applies to Sikorsky Aircraft
Corporation Model S—92A helicopters,
certificated in any category.

(b) Unsafe Condition

This AD defines the unsafe condition as an
inaccurate Rotorcraft Flight Manual (RFM)
provision, which was approved without
appropriate limitations for this model
helicopter for carrying Class D external
rotorcraft-load combinations, including
Human External Cargo (HEC), when this
model helicopter was not certificated to
Category A one-engine inoperative (OEI)
performance standards, including fly away
capabilities after an engine failure, which is
required for carrying HEC.

(c) Affected ADs

This AD revises AD 2014-12-11,
Amendment 39-17872 (79 FR 45085, August
4,2014).

(d) Effective Date

This AD becomes effective March 13, 2015.

(e) Compliance

You are responsible for performing each
action required by this AD within the
specified compliance time unless it has

already been accomplished prior to that time.

(f) Required Actions

Within 90 days, revise the Operating
Limitations section of Sikorsky Rotorcraft
Flight Manual (RFM) SA S92A-RFM-003,
Part 1, Section I, by inserting a copy of this
AD into the RFM or by making pen and ink
changes, as follows:

(1) In the “Types of Operation” section,
beneath Hoist, add the following: “The hoist
equipment certification installation approval
does not constitute approval to conduct hoist
operations. Operational approval for hoist
operations must be granted by the Federal
Aviation Administration. No cabin seats may
be installed in front of station 317 when
conducting Human External Cargo hoist
operations, which requires Category A
performance capabilities.”

(2) In the “Flight Limits” section, add the
following: ““ “HOIST” When conducting
Human External Cargo operations, which

require category ‘A’ performance capabilities,
the minimum hover height is 20 feet AGL
and the maximum hover height is 80 feet
AGL. “HOIST” The collective axis must
remain uncoupled when conducting Human
External Cargo, which requires category ‘A’
performance capabilities, for the period of
time that the person is off the ground or
water and not in the aircraft. This can be
accomplished by either uncoupling the
collective axis or by the pilot depressing the
collective trim switch during the pertinent
portion of the maneuver.”

(3) In the “Weight Limits” section:

(i) Remove the following: “NOTE: The 150
pound hoist decrement does not preclude Cat
A operations at a gross weight of 26,500
pounds with a hoist installed. If conditions
permit, the pilot may go to the right of the
26,500 line on Figure 1-2 to determine a
maximum gross weight up to 26,650 and then
subtract 150 pounds.”

(ii) Add the following: “NOTE: If
conditions permit, the pilot may go to the
right of the 26,500 pound line on Figure 1—

2 to determine the maximum gross weight
and then subtract a 150 pound hoist
decrement. The maximum gross weight for
category ‘A’ operations cannot exceed 26,500
pounds (12,020 kilograms).”

(iii) Add the following and insert Figure 1
to Paragraph (f)(3)(iii) of this AD:

““HOIST” Maximum gross weight for
Human External Cargo, which requires
category ‘A’ performance capabilities, is
limited to the gross weight determined in
accordance with the following Figure 1 to
Paragraph (f)(3)(iii) of this AD for your
altitude and temperature with the air-
conditioner, anti-ice, and bleed air turned
off.”

Note 1 to paragraph (f)(3)(iii) of this AD:
Figure 1 to Paragraph (f)(3)(iii) of this AD
becomes Figure 1-2A when inserted in the
“Weight Limits” section of your RFM.

BILLING CODE 4910-13-P
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AMOGC:s for this AD. Send your proposal to:
John Coffey, Flight Test Engineer, Boston
Aircraft Certification Office, 12 New England
Executive Park, Burlington, MA 01803;
telephone (781) 238-7173; email:
john.coffey@faa.gov.

(2) For operations conducted under a 14
CFR part 119 operating certificate or under
14 CFR part 91, subpart K, we suggest that
you notify your principal inspector, or
lacking a principal inspector, the manager of
the local flight standards district office or
certificate holding district office, before
operating any aircraft complying with this
AD through an AMOC.

(i) Additional Information

For service information identified in this
AD, contact Sikorsky Aircraft Corporation,
Attn: Manager, Commercial Technical
Support, mailstop S581A, 6900 Main Street,
Stratford, CT, telephone (203) 383-4866,
email address tsslibrary@sikorsky.com, or at
http://www.sikorsky.com. You may review a
copy of the service information at the FAA,
Office of the Regional Counsel, Southwest
Region, 2601 Meacham Blvd., Room 663, Fort
Worth, Texas 76137.

(j) Subject
Joint Aircraft Service Component (JASC)
Code: 2510 Flight Compartment Equipment.
Issued in Fort Worth, Texas, on January 16,
2015.
Lance T. Gant,

Acting Directorate Manager, Rotorcraft
Directorate Manager, Aircraft Certification
Service.

[FR Doc. 2015-02283 Filed 2-5-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-C

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

17 CFR Parts 229, 230, and 232

[Release Nos. 33-9720; 34-74194; File No.
S7-08-10]

Asset-Backed Securities Disclosure
and Registration

AGENCY: Securities and Exchange
Commission.

ACTION: Technical amendment.

SUMMARY: This release makes technical
corrections to rules that were published
in the Federal Register on September
24, 2014. The Commission adopted
revisions to Regulation AB and other
rules governing the offering process,
disclosure, and reporting for asset-
backed securities. These technical
amendments are being published to
reinstate language that was
inadvertently removed and make other
technical corrections.

DATES: Effective February 6, 2015.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kayla M. Florio, Attorney-Advisor, at

(202) 551-3850; Division of Corporation
Finance, Securities and Exchange
Commission, 100 F Street NE.,
Washington, DC 20549-3628.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
release technical amendments to
§229.1100, § 230.190, and § 232.201
that were published in the Federal
Register on September 24, 2014 (79 FR
57184).

List of Subjects
17 CFR Part 230

Adpvertising, Reporting and
recordkeeping requirements, Securities.

17 CFR Parts 229 and 232

Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Securities.

Text of Amendments

For the reasons set out in the
preamble, Title 17, Chapter II, of the
Code of Federal Regulations is amended
as follows:

PART 229—STANDARD
INSTRUCTIONS FOR FILING FORMS
UNDER SECURITIES ACT OF 1933,
SECURITIES EXCHANGE ACT OF 1934
AND ENERGY POLICY AND
CONSERVATION ACT OF 1975—
REGULATION S-K

m 1. The authority citation for part 229
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 15 U.S.C. 77e, 77f, 77g, 77h,
77j, 77k, 77s, 77722, 772-3, 77aa(25),
77aa(26), 77ddd, 77eee, 77ggg, 77hhh, 777iii,
77jjj, 77nnn, 77sss, 78c, 781, 78j, 78j—3,781,
78m, 78n, 78n-1, 780, 78u-5, 78w, 7811,
78mm, 80a—8, 80a—9, 80a—20, 80a—29, 80a—
30, 80a—31(c), 80a—37, 80a—38(a), 80a—39,
80b—11, and 7201 et seq.; and 18 U.S.C. 1350,
unless otherwise noted.

* * * * *

§229.1100 [Amended]

m 2. Amend § 229.1100 in paragraph (f)
by removing the reference “(§§ 229.1100
through 229.1124)” and adding in its
place “(§§229.1100 through 229.1125)”.

PART 230—GENERAL RULES AND
REGULATIONS, SECURITIES ACT OF
1933

m 3. The authority citation for part 230
continues to read, in part, as follows:

Authority: 15 U.S.C. 77b, 77b note, 77c,
77d, 77d note, 771, 77g, 77h, 77j, 77r, 77s,
772-3, 77sss, 78¢c, 78d, 78j, 781, 78m, 78n,
780, 780-7 note, 78t, 78w, 781I(d), 78mm,
80a—8, 80a—24, 80a—28, 80a—29, 80a—30, and
80a—37, and Pub. L. 112-106, sec. 201(a), 126
Stat. 313 (2012), unless otherwise noted.

* * * * *

§230.190 [Amended]

m 4. Amend § 230.190 in paragraph
(b)(5) by adding “and” after

“securities;”.

PART 232—REGULATION S-T—
GENERAL RULES AND REGULATIONS
FOR ELECTRONIC FILINGS

m 5. The authority citation for part 232
continues to read, in part, as follows:

Authority: 15 U.S.C. 77f, 77g, 77h, 77j,
77s(a), 77z-3, 77sss(a), 78c(b), 781, 78m, 78n,
780(d), 78w(a), 781l, 80a—6(c), 80a—8, 80a—29,
80a—30, 80a—37, and 7201 et seq.; and 18
U.S.C. 1350.

* * * * *

§232.201 [Amended]

m 6. Amend § 232.201 in paragraph (a)
introductory text by adding “an
application for an order under any
section of the Investment Company Act
(15 U.S.C. 80a-1 et seq.),” after ““a Form
D (239.500 of this chapter),”.

Dated: February 3, 2015.
Brent J. Fields,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 2015—-02425 Filed 2-5—15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 8011-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR
Occupational Safety and Health

Administration

29 CFR Part 1952

[Docket ID. OSHA 2014-0019]
RIN 1218-AC92

Arizona State Plan for Occupational
Safety and Health

AGENCY: Occupational Safety and Health
Administration, Department of Labor.
ACTION: Rejection of State initiated plan
change.

SUMMARY: This document announces the
Occupational Safety and Health
Administration’s (OSHA'’s) decision to
reject Arizona’s standard for fall
protection in residential construction.
OSHA is deferring decision on the
simultaneously proposed action of
reconsidering the Arizona State Plan’s
final approval status, pending Arizona’s
expected repeal of the rejected standard,
by operation of law, and subsequent
enforcement of a standard that is at least
as effective as OSHA’s standard on fall
protection in residential construction.

DATES: Effective February 6, 2015.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

For press inquiries: Francis Meilinger,
OSHA Office of Communications, Room
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N-3647, U.S. Department of Labor, 200
Constitution Avenue NW., Washington,
DC 20210; telephone (202) 693—1999;
email: meilinger.francis2@dol.gov.

For general and technical
information: Douglas J. Kalinowski,
Director, OSHA Directorate of
Cooperative and State Programs, Room
N-3700, U.S. Department of Labor, 200
Constitution Avenue NW., Washington
DC 20210; telephone: (202) 693—2200;
email: kalinowski.doug@dol.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

Arizona State Plan

Arizona administers an OSHA-
approved State Plan to develop and
enforce occupational safety and health
standards for private sector and state
and local government employers,
pursuant to the provisions of Section 18
of the Williams-Steiger Occupational
Safety and Health Act of 1970 (29 U.S.C.
667) (“the Act”). The Arizona State Plan
received initial OSHA approval on
November 5, 1974 (39 FR 39037), and
the Arizona Occupational Safety and
Health Division (ADOSH) of the
Industrial Commission of Arizona is
designated as the state agency
responsible for administering the State
Plan. Pursuant to Section 18(e) of the
Act, OSHA granted Arizona “final
approval” effective June 20, 1985 (50 FR
25561). Final approval under Section
18(e) requires, among other things, a
finding by the Assistant Secretary for
Occupational Safety and Health
(““Assistant Secretary”’) that the plan, in
actual operation, provides worker
protection “at least as effective as” that
provided by OSHA.

OSHA'’s Residential Construction Fall
Protection Standard

OSHA issued its current federal
construction fall protection standard on
August 9, 1994 (29 CFR part 1926,
subpart M, 59 FR 40672). In general,
subpart M requires that an employee
exposed to a fall hazard at a height of
six feet or more (hereinafter referred to
as a “trigger height”’) be protected by
conventional fall protection, specifically
a guardrail system, safety net system, or
personal fall arrest system. Subpart M
creates an exception allowing a
residential construction employer who
can demonstrate that it is infeasible or
creates a greater hazard to use these
systems, to develop and implement a
fall protection plan instead. OSHA’s
standard requires that fall protection
plans conform to specific criteria,
including that they be site-specific and
specify the alternative measures that
will be taken to eliminate or reduce the

possibility of a fall. (29 CFR
1926.502(k)(1). As set forth in subpart
M, there is a presumption that use of
conventional fall protection is feasible
and implementation will not create a
greater hazard, and the employer has the
burden of proving otherwise. It should
be noted that OSHA rarely encounters
real-world situations where
conventional fall protection is truly
infeasible.

In response to questions raised by the
residential construction industry about
the feasibility of subpart M, on
December 8, 1995, OSHA issued interim
fall protection procedures (STD 3.1) for
residential construction employers that
differ from those in subpart M. OSHA
instruction STD 03—-00-001 (a plain
language rewrite and renumbering of
STD 3.1) set out an interim compliance
policy that permitted employers
engaged in certain residential
construction activities to use specified
alternative procedures instead of
conventional fall protection. OSHA
never intended STD 03-00-001 to be a
permanent policy; in issuing the
Instruction, OSHA stated that the
guidance provided therein would
remain in effect until further notice or
until completion of a new rulemaking
effort addressing these concerns.

On July 14, 1999, OSHA initiated the
evaluation of STD 03-00-001 by
publishing an Advanced Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking (ANPR) (64 FR
38078) seeking comments and data to
support claims that fall protection
requirements for certain construction
activities were infeasible. In the ANPR,
OSHA stated that the conventional fall
protection requirements and six foot
trigger height set forth in subpart M
were established as reasonably
necessary and appropriate to protect
workers, and as technologically and
economically feasible for employers.
OSHA noted that since the
promulgation of subpart M, there had
been additional advances in the types
and capability of commercially available
fall protection equipment and, therefore,
OSHA intended to rescind STD 03—00—
001 unless persuasive evidence of
infeasibility or significant safety hazard
was presented.

After considering all comments
submitted on the record, OSHA
concluded that, overall, there was no
persuasive evidence to show that
employers in residential construction
would be unable to find a safe and
feasible means of protecting workers
from falls in accordance with subpart M
(29 CFR 1926.501(b)(13)). Therefore, on
December 16, 2010, OSHA'’s
Compliance Guidance for Residential
Construction (STD 03—11-002) canceled

OSHA'’s interim enforcement policy
(STD 03—00-001) on fall protection for
certain residential construction
activities, and required employers
engaged in residential construction to
fully comply with 29 CFR
1926.501(b)(13). This new guidance
informed State Plans that, in accordance
with the Act, they must each have a
compliance directive on fall protection
in residential construction that, in
combination with applicable State Plan
standards, resulted in an enforcement
program that is at least as effective as
OSHA'’s program (75 FR 80315, Dec. 22,
2010).

Arizona’s Residential Construction Fall
Protection Standard

On June 16, 2011, ADOSH adopted
STD 03-11-002, but on June 17, 2011,
the Industrial Commission of Arizona
(ICA) immediately stayed the
enforcement of this directive. Then on
November 30, 2011, the ICA lifted the
stay, effective January 1, 2012. On
March 27, 2012, a new bill, SB 1441,
was signed into legislation, requiring
conventional fall protection in
residential construction whenever an
employee is working at a height of 15
feet or more or whenever a roof slope is
steeper than 7:12, and creating an
exception where implementation of
conventional fall protection is infeasible
or creates a greater hazard. SB 1441 was
codified as Arizona Revised Statute,
Title 23, Ch. 2, Art 13 (A.R.S. 23-492),
which sets forth fall protection
requirements for residential
construction work in the state. ADOSH
then adopted the requirements of A.R.S.
23-492 as a state standard (Ariz. Admin.
Code R20-5-601.01). In most instances,
state standards are adopted by the
designated state occupational safety and
health agency, and are forwarded to
OSHA as supplements to the State Plan
(29 CFR 1953.4). However, in this
instance the legislature itself provided
the standard (Ariz. Admin. Code R20—
5-601.01). Accordingly, the State Plan
supplement at issue in this Federal
Register document is referred to as the
“state statute” rather than “‘standard” or
“supplement,” the terms used in
OSHA'’s procedural regulations.

After a series of discussions with the
state, on March 19, 2014, OSHA sent
Arizona a letter to show cause why a
proceeding to reject the state statute and
reconsider the state’s final approval
status should not be commenced.
OSHA'’s main point of contention was
the 15-foot trigger height for the use of
conventional fall protection. On May 1,
2014, Arizona submitted its response,
pointing to the passage of SB 1307, a
new bill signed on April 22, 2014,
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which makes certain revisions to A.R.S.
23-492. This revised version of the state
statute makes some relatively minor
changes to its fall protection
requirements, but does not alter the 15-
foot trigger height for conventional fall
protection. The revisions in SB 1307 do
mandate fall protection for heights
above six feet, but in most situations,
allow this protection to be in the form
of a fall protection plan and do not
require conventional fall protection.
Further, Arizona’s requirements for a
fall protection plan allow employers to
“develop a single fall protection plan
covering all construction operations,”
but require that a qualified person
develop a supplement to the general
plan for additional fall hazards at
specific sites, not already included in
the plan. (A.R.S. 23-492.07(A)(1)), (SB
1307 Secs. 5(A)(1), (5)). The Arizona
state statute requires that the plan
“reduces or eliminates hazards,” but
does not provide specific guidance on
what measures are enough to meet this
threshold, and allows for only a safety
monitoring system in most situations.
(A.R.S. 23-492.07(A)(8)). Finally, SB
1307 also contains a conditional repeal
provision stating that if OSHA does
reject the state statute, and publishes
that decision in the Federal Register
pursuant to 29 CFR 1902.23, then A.R.S.
23-492 is repealed by operation of law
(SB 1307 Sec. 7).

Comparison of OSHA Standards and
Arizona’s Residential Construction Fall
Protection Statute

The OSH Act requires that State Plans
develop and enforce standards that are
at least as effective as OSHA'’s standards
(29 U.S.C. 667(c)(2)). OSHA'’s standard
for fall protection in residential
construction (subpart M, 29 CFR
1926.501(b)(13)) generally requires
conventional fall protection (fall arrest
systems, safety nets, or guardrails) any
time employees are working at heights
of six feet or greater. In contrast,
Arizona’s state statute generally requires
very limited, if any, fall protection for
employees working between six and 15
feet. The 2014 revision of the Arizona
statute includes a mandate for fall
protection for heights above six feet, but
in most situations, allows for that fall
protection to be in the form of a fall
protection plan only. As discussed
below in response to the comments,
OSHA has found that conventional fall
protection is a more effective means of
protecting workers than implementation
of a written plan. Arizona and OSHA’s
requirements for a fall protection plan
differ significantly.

In the limited circumstances where
conventional fall protection is infeasible

or creates a greater hazard, OSHA
requires the employer to implement a
written, site-specific fall protection plan
that specifies the alternative measures
that will be taken to eliminate or reduce
the possibility of a fall (29 CFR
1926.501(b)(13); STD 03—-11-002). (1307
Sec. 2(A) and 5(A)). In contrast, the
Arizona statute generally requires that
the plan “reduces or eliminates
hazards,” but does not provide specific
guidance on what measures are enough
to meet this threshold, and allows for
only a safety monitoring system in most
situations. (A.R.S. 23—-492.07(A)(8)). In
addition, the Arizona state statute
allows employers to develop a single
fall protection plan that can cover
multiple worksites. In an apparent effort
to make the single fall protection plan
more site-specific, the 2014 revision of
the Arizona statute requires that a
qualified person develop a supplement
to the general plan for additional fall
hazards not already included in the
plan. (SB 1307 Secs. 5(A)(1), (5)).
However, the state statute contains no
guidance about the required level of
detail of the plan, which leaves open the
possibility that single plans could be
general enough to meet the statutory
requirement for almost all situations.
Further, there is no requirement to
review the plan at each site to ensure
that it meets the statutory requirement
of eliminating or reducing the
possibility of a fall.

Finally, Arizona’s statute contains
several exceptions to the general
requirement for conventional fall
protection that will result in many
circumstances in which conventional
fall protection is not required, and the
use of other alternative methods, e.g.
“‘eave barriers” and parapet walls is
allowed. (SB 1307 Secs. 1(6), 3(G)(2),
4(A) and 4(B)).

After reviewing the provisions of both
versions of the state statute, OSHA has
concluded that the Arizona statute is
not at least as effective as OSHA’s
standard, the most notable problematic
differences being Arizona’s 15-foot
trigger height for using conventional fall
protection as opposed to OSHA'’s six-
foot trigger height, Arizona’s single fall
protection plan for all worksites, and
Arizona’s exceptions to the requirement
for conventional fall protection. On the
basis of these concerns, OSHA is
rejecting Arizona’s statute on fall
protection in residential construction.

Initial Federal Register Document and
Discussion of Comments

OSHA published a Federal Register
document proposing to reject the
Arizona fall protection statute and
reconsider the state’s final approval on

August 21, 2014 (79 FR 49465). The
agency requested comments by
September 25, 2014. OSHA received a
total of ten comments on both rejection
of the state statute and reconsideration
of final approval status. OSHA has
reviewed and considered the comments,
and the following discussion
summarizes the issues raised and
OSHA'’s responses.

Comments were received from
representatives of the American Society
for Safety of Engineers (ASSE), National
Safety Council (NSC), Home Builders
Association of Central Arizona
(HBACA), National Association of Home
Builders (NAHB), Subcontractors
Association of Arizona (ASA),1
members of the Arizona State Senate,
Greater Phoenix Chamber of Commerce,
Safirst Corporation, Grand Canyon State
Electric Cooperative Association, and
the Industrial Commission of Arizona
(ICA). Commenters provided mixed
feedback on both the proposed rejection
of the Arizona statute and proposed
reconsideration of Arizona’s final
approval status. ASSE and NSC
supported OSHA in reconsidering final
approval at this time, while the Greater
Phoenix Chamber of Commerce, Safirst
Corporation, HBACA, NAHB, ICA, ASA,
members of the Arizona State Senate,
and Grand Canyon State Electric
Cooperative Association all opposed
reconsideration of final approval. Most
of the arguments against reconsideration
included a request to delay the action in
order to allow the conditional repeal
within SB 1307 to take effect upon
rejection of the statute. OSHA has
agreed to defer its decision on
reconsideration of final approval status
and will monitor Arizona’s response to
the rejection of the state statute and
subsequent implementation and
enforcement of residential fall
protection requirements. Further
discussion of the comments on
reconsideration can be tabled until such
time that OSHA decides whether or not
to move forward on that action.

In respect to the comments on the
proposed rejection of Arizona’s statute,
ASSE and NSC both generally
supported rejection, focusing on the
discrepancy in trigger heights and
supporting the argument that a law
requiring a plan for avoiding hazards
does not ensure the same level of safety
as a law requiring personal protective
equipment when exposure to a hazard
does occur. The HBACA, NAHB, ASA,
members of the Arizona State Senate,
and ICA all generally opposed rejection
of the state’s statute, with many
overlapping arguments. One common

1Late comment.
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contention was that the Arizona statute
is “at least as effective”” as OSHA’s
standard because Arizona has a holistic
approach to fall protection, emphasizing
fall prevention rather than simply
focusing on fall protection once a fall
has occurred above certain trigger
heights. Commenters argued that
Arizona has a more effective fall
protection program by requiring the
extensive use of written fall protection
plans to implement work practices that
reduce exposure to fall hazards. OSHA
agrees that preventing falls is preferable
to arresting them. For example, STD 03—
11-002 notes that use of guardrails,
where feasible, is preferable to personal
fall arrest systems or safety nets.
However, OSHA finds that a
requirement to have a written fall
protection plan in place is not a
substitute for the proactive protection
provided by guardrails, personal fall
arrest systems or safety nets. In general,
OSHA has found that conventional fall
protection is a more effective means of
protecting workers than a written plan
to reduce or eliminate fall hazards.
OSHA agrees that planning plays an
important part in preventing falls and
acknowledges that a written fall
protection plan contributes to ensuring
safety at a workplace, but only if it is
combined with the implementation of
conventional fall protection. If a worker
is exposed to a fall hazard despite the
implementation of a plan, that worker
must be protected. Moreover, the
protection afforded needs to be at least
as effective as what would be required
under OSHA’s standard. Further, as
discussed above, OSHA has concerns
about Arizona’s fall protection plan
requirements, on its face. In sum, the
state statute lacks specific guidance on
the required contents of the plan,
essentially allows for a fall protection
plan to be a single plan for all sites, and
does not require review of the plan at
each site.

Commenters also argued that the
exceptions to Arizona’s general
requirement for conventional fall
protection were greatly narrowed by SB
1307 and do not undermine the statute.
OSHA acknowledges that SB 1307 did
limit the exceptions; however, in
addition to only requiring a fall
protection plan between six and 15 feet
in height, there are also other exceptions
above 15 feet in which conventional fall
protection is not required by the
Arizona statute, but would be required
under OSHA’s standard.

Another common thread among the
comments opposing rejection is that
differing trigger heights is not
conclusive evidence that the state’s
standard is not “at least as effective’ as

OSHA'’s standard. OSHA’s rulemaking
on subpart M concluded that a six foot
rule was reasonably necessary and
appropriate to protect workers and
technologically and economically
feasible for employers, including
employers in residential construction.
OSHA recognizes Congressional intent
in allowing State Plans to promulgate
different standards and to be more
effective than OSHA. State Plans are not
necessarily required to adopt an
identical fall protection standard as long
as workers are afforded “at least as
effective” protection under the state
standard as they would have under
OSHA'’s standard.

Several commenters objected to
OSHA making a determination of
effectiveness absent a publicized
definition of effectiveness and known
process for making the determination.
The OSH Act requires a State Plan to
develop and enforce safety and health
standards that are “‘at least as effective”
in providing safe and healthful
employment and places of employment
as provided by OSHA'’s standards. At
least one commenter asserted that
OSHA should rely on outcome
performance measures or injury and
illness rates as evidence that a State
Plan is at least as effective as OSHA.
However, OSHA regulations establish
that effectiveness is evaluated by
comparing state standards to OSHA’s
standards on a provision by provision
basis. OSHA’s regulations require that
State Plans provide standards with
respect to specific issues which will be
at least as effective as the standards
promulgated by OSHA relating to the
same issues. (29 CFR 1902.4(b)(2)).
OSHA'’s indices of effectiveness require
that State Plan standards are at least as
effective in containing specific
provisions for the protection of
employees from exposure to hazards. As
such, State Plan standards must include
appropriate provisions requiring use of
suitable protective equipment and
control or technological procedures to
protect against such hazards. See 29
CFR 1902(b)(2)(vii). As explained above,
OSHA'’s main point of contention with
the Arizona statute is that Arizona
employers are not required to provide
conventional fall protection to workers
in residential construction working at
heights between six and 15 feet on
slopes with a pitch that is less than 7:12,
as they would be required to provide if
operating in a state covered by OSHA,
and the Arizona statute fails to impose
any additional or different requirements
or administrative controls that entirely
eliminate the fall hazard at those
heights.

Three other collateral issues raised by
the commenters included a call for
action with the other State Plans that
have differing standards for fall
protection in residential construction; a
request for a response to NAHB’s
previous petition for OSHA to reopen
the rulemaking on the fall protection
standard; and a concern about lack of
outreach to subcontractors during
OSHA'’s discussions with Arizona. In
respect to the first issue, OSHA is
currently engaged in a dialogue with the
other State Plans that have different fall
protection trigger heights, just as OSHA
engaged in dialogue with Arizona prior
to beginning this formal process to reject
the state statute. (See 79 FR 49465).
OSHA expects these states to take steps
in the near future to move forward
towards ensuring they are “at least as
effective” as OSHA. In respect to the
second issue, on September 19, 2014,
OSHA released an official denial in
response to NAHB’s petition to reopen
rulemaking on the fall protection
standard. In denying the petition, OSHA
stated, in part:

OSHA believes that rescinding the interim
directive, and enforcing compliance with 29
CFR 1926.501(b)(13), has been effective in
reducing the incidence of fatal falls among
residential construction workers. OSHA
believes this policy change has led to
increasing numbers of residential
construction employers using conventional
fall protection, and expects that residential
construction worksites will become even
safer as more employers implement these fall
protection methods.

In respect to the third issue, OSHA
values stakeholder input, and if OSHA’s
discussions with other states about their
fall protection in residential
construction standards lead to meetings
with industry representatives, OSHA
will seek to welcome the involvement of
subcontractors, their representatives,
and other interested parties. In this
proceeding, OSHA outlined its efforts to
work with Arizona and other
stakeholders in the initial Federal
Register document (See 79 FR 49465),
and OSHA has meet all the procedural
requirements for this action. (See 29
CFR 1953.6(e)).

The public comments and questions
submitted on the docket have all been
addressed in this document and there
are no substantial issues raised that
necessitate a public hearing. Arizona
specifically waived a hearing on the
rejection of the state statute, and no
other commenter requested a hearing.
Arizona also waived the tentative
decision by the Assistant Secretary that
is provided in the regulations on
rejection proceedings. (29 CFR 1902.21)
The regulations further provide that
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when the state waives the tentative
decision, the Assistant Secretary ““shall
issue a final decision.” (29 CFR
1902.21(b)).

Decision on Rejecting the State’s Statute

Pursuant to the procedures set forth in
29 CFR 1953.6(e) and 1902.22-23, the
Assistant Secretary has made a final
decision to reject the Arizona State
Plan’s statute for fall protection in
residential construction. Thus, the
Assistant Secretary rejects the changes
to Arizona’s State Plan prescribed by
Title 23, chapter 2, article 13, section
01, Arizona Revised Statutes (A.R.S. 23—
492.01) under 29 CFR 1953.6(e) and
1902.22, and now publishes that
decision in the Federal Register
pursuant to 29 CFR 1902.23. This
rejection excludes the changes
prescribed by A.R.S. 23-492.01 from the
Arizona State Plan. The Assistant
Secretary is deferring decision on the
simultaneously proposed action of
reconsidering the State Plan’s final
approval. This deferral is pending
Arizona’s expected repeal of the rejected
statute and subsequent enforcement of a
standard at least as effective as OSHA’s
standard. The Assistant Secretary’s
decision to reject the state statute is
based upon the facts determined by
OSHA in monitoring the Arizona State
Plan and a comparative review of
Arizona’s statute and OSHA’s standard,
and was reached after opportunity for
public comment.

Effect of the Decision

SB 1307 contains a conditional repeal
provision stating that if OSHA does
reject the state statute, and publishes
that decision in the Federal Register
pursuant to 29 CFR 1902.23, then A.R.S.
23-492 is repealed by operation of law
(SB 1307 Sec. 7). Therefore, the
expected effect of the Assistant
Secretary’s decision to reject Arizona’s
statute covering fall protection in
residential construction is that ADOSH
will revert to enforcing 29 CFR part
1926, subpart M. The Assistant
Secretary will defer the decision on
reconsideration to allow the state time
to implement and begin enforcement of
STD 03-11-002. OSHA will continue to
monitor the State Plan, specifically
enforcement activities in residential
construction, to confirm that ADOSH is
implementing and enforcing subpart M,
or an at least as effective alternative, in
an at least as effective manner. The lack
of any such implementation or
enforcement would leave a gap in the
State’s enforcement program for
construction, but if the State Plan
retained its final approval, neither the
State Plan nor OSHA could cover that

gap. Any such gap in the State Plan’s
enforcement program would serve as the
basis for the Assistant Secretary’s
reconsideration of 18(e) final approval
status. At this time, the Assistant
Secretary is deferring the decision on
reconsideration pending the state’s
enforcement of subpart M.

Authority and Signature

David Michaels, Ph.D., MPH,
Assistant Secretary of Labor for
Occupational Safety and Health, U.S.
Department of Labor, 200 Constitution
Ave. NW., Washington, DC, authorized
the preparation of this document. OSHA
is issuing this document under the
authority specified by Section 18 of the
Occupational Safety and Health Act of
1970 (29 U.S.C. 667), Secretary of
Labor’s Order No. 1-2012 (77 FR 3912),
and 29 CFR parts 1902 and 1953.

Signed in Washington, DC, on January 30,
2015.

David Michaels,

Assistant Secretary of Labor for Occupational
Safety and Health.

[FR Doc. 2015-02302 Filed 2—-5—15; 8:45 am|]
BILLING CODE 4510-26-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY
31 CFR Part 50

Interim Guidance Concerning the
Terrorism Risk Insurance Program
Reauthorization Act of 2015

AGENCY: Department of the Treasury,
Departmental Offices.

ACTION: Notice of interim guidance.

SUMMARY: This notice provides interim
guidance concerning the Terrorism Risk
Insurance Program (Program) under the
Terrorism Risk Insurance Act of 2002, as
amended (TRIA). In this notice, the
Department of the Treasury (Treasury)
addresses issues that have arisen under
Treasury’s regulations for the Program
(Program regulations) due to the
enactment of the Terrorism Risk
Insurance Program Reauthorization Act
of 2015 (2015 Reauthorization Act).
DATES: February 4, 2015.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kevin K. Meehan, Policy Advisor,
Federal Insurance Office, 202—-622—
7009; Thomas E. Scanlon, Senior
Counsel, Office of General Counsel
(Banking and Finance), 202-622—-8170.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
notice provides interim guidance
addressing the application of certain
provisions of TRIA * and the Program

115 U.S.C. 6701, note.

regulations 2 following enactment of the
2015 Reauthorization Act.?

Treasury expects to issue a proposal
to amend the Program regulations; this
interim guidance may be relied upon by
members of the public until superseded
by the Program regulations, as amended,
or by subsequent guidance.*

I. Background

TRIA was enacted following the
attacks on September 11, 2001, to
address disruptions in the market for
terrorism risk insurance, to help ensure
the continued widespread availability
and affordability of commercial
property and casualty insurance for
terrorism risk, and to allow for the
private markets to stabilize and build
insurance capacity to absorb any future
losses for terrorism events. Title I of
TRIA creates the Program, requires
insurers to “make available” terrorism
risk insurance for commercial property
and casualty losses resulting from
certified acts of terrorism (insured
losses), and provides for shared public
and private compensation for such
insured losses. Pursuant to TRIA, the
Secretary of the Treasury administers
the Program. The Federal Insurance
Office assists the Secretary of the
Treasury in administering the Program.

The Program was originally scheduled
to terminate on December 31, 2005;
however, the Terrorism Risk Insurance
Extension Act of 2005 5 extended the
Program through December 31, 2007,
and the Terrorism Risk Insurance
Program Reauthorization Act of 20076
further extended the Program through
December 31, 2014. On January 12,
2015, the President signed into law the
2015 Reauthorization Act; Section 101
of that Act amends the Program’s
termination date to December 31, 2020.

II. Interim Guidance

Treasury considers the Program
regulations to be in effect, except to the
extent that any provision of the Program
regulations is inconsistent with TRIA, as
amended by the 2015 Reauthorization
Act. In the case of an inconsistency, the
provision(s) of TRIA, as amended by the
2015 Reauthorization Act, shall apply.
Furthermore, Treasury recognizes that
the 2015 Reauthorization Act introduces
ambiguities regarding application of
certain sections of the Program
regulations. This interim guidance is
designed to address certain
requirements under the Program

231 CFR part 50.

3Public Law 1141, 129 Stat. 3.

431 CFR 50.7.

5Public Law 109-144, 119 Stat. 2660.
6 Public Law 110-160, 121 Stat. 1839.
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regulations and TRIA, as amended by
the 2015 Reauthorization Act.

Interim Guidance One (Documentation)

Due to requirements under state law
regulating rates and forms, an insurer
may need additional time to provide
disclosures and offers of coverage for
insured losses in compliance with the
Program regulations and TRIA, as
amended by the 2015 Reauthorization
Act. An insurer should provide
disclosures and offers that comply with
the Program regulations and TRIA, as
amended by the 2015 Reauthorization
Act, as soon as possible and not later
than April 13, 2015.

Interim Guidance Two (Form of
Disclosure)

Section 50.17(c) of the Program
regulations provides that an insurer may
use NAIC Model Disclosure Form No. 1
or NAIC Model Disclosure Form No. 2,
or other disclosures that meet the
requirements of the Program
regulations. NAIC Model Disclosure
Form No. 1 and NAIC Model Disclosure
Form No. 2, as amended in 2015, are
consistent with the disclosure
requirements of the Program regulations
and TRIA, as amended by the 2015
Reauthorization Act.

Interim Guidance Three (Timing of
Disclosure)

As amended by the 2015
Reauthorization Act, TRIA no longer
requires an insurer to provide to a
policyholder certain disclosures at the
time of a policy’s “purchase,” but still
requires the insurer to provide such
disclosures at the time of “offer’” and
“renewal.” The timing of an insurer’s
disclosures may conform with either
subpart B of the Program regulations or
Section 103(b)(2) of TRIA, as amended
by the 2015 Reauthorization Act.

Interim Guidance Four (Content of
Disclosure)

An insurer that offered coverage for
insured losses prior to January 12, 2015,
using the then-current NAIC Model
Disclosure Form No. 1, NAIC Model
Disclosure Form No. 2, or other
disclosures consistent with the Program
regulations, is not required to provide a
revised disclosure to the policyholder.
Subject to Interim Guidance One,
disclosures on or after January 12, 2015
provided in connection with a new or
mid-term offer of coverage for insured
losses should be based on the
requirements of the Program regulations
and TRIA, as amended by the 2015
Reauthorization Act.

Interim Guidance Five (New Offers of
Coverage)

(a) Except as described herein,
Treasury expects that an insurer will
make a new offer of coverage for insured
losses with respect to any in-force
policy that does not provide coverage
for insured losses.

(b) An insurer is not expected to make
a new offer of coverage for insured
losses if—

(i) the policy incorporates a
conditional exclusion or change of
terms and conditions relating to
coverage for insured losses and, because
the Program is in effect, the insurer
forbears effective January 1, 2015 (or as
of the effective date of the policy, if
later) on the exercise of the conditional
exclusion or change in terms and
conditions. Not later than April 13,
2015, an insurer should provide to the
policyholder written notice of the
insurer’s forbearance or written notice
of the insurer’s withdrawal of any
previous exercise of the conditional
exclusion or change in terms and
conditions. In the written notice, the
insurer should state that the insurer’s
forbearance or withdrawal, as
applicable, is effective January 1, 2015
(or as of the effective date of the policy,
if later); or

(ii) the policyholder declined
coverage for insured losses, so long as
the insurer’s offer did not materially
differ in price from that which the
insurer would have offered following
enactment of the 2015 Reauthorization
Act.

(c) If a policyholder declined coverage
for insured losses but the insurer’s offer
did materially differ in price from that
which the insurer would have offered
following enactment of the 2015
Reauthorization Act, then the insurer
should consider making a new offer to
that policyholder.

Paperwork Reduction Act

In accordance with the Paperwork
Reduction Act,” the information
collections contained in this document
have been approved by the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB) under
control number 1505/0197. Any agency
may not conduct or sponsor and a
person is not required to respond to a
collection of information unless it
displays a valid OMB control number.

Dated: February 4, 2015.

Michael T. McRaith,

Director, Federal Insurance Office.

[FR Doc. 2015-02556 Filed 2-4-15; 4:15 pm]
BILLING CODE 4810-25-P

744 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND
SECURITY

Coast Guard

33 CFR Part 117
[Docket No. USCG-2015-0034]

Drawbridge Operation Regulation;
Columbia River, Vancouver, WA

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DHS.

ACTION: Notice of deviation from
drawbridge regulations.

SUMMARY: The Coast Guard has issued a
temporary deviation from the operating
schedule that governs the Burlington
Northern Santa Fe (BNSF) Railway
Bridge across the Columbia River, mile
105.6, at Vancouver, WA. This deviation
is necessary to accommodate
maintenance to replace movable rail
joints. This deviation allows the bridge
to remain in the closed position during
maintenance activities.

DATES: This deviation is effective from
7 a.m. until 3 p.m. on February 25,
2015, and from 7 a.m. until 3 p.m. on
February 26, 2015.

ADDRESSES: The docket for this
deviation, [USCG-2015-0034] is
available at http://www.regulations.gov.
Type the docket number in the
“SEARCH” box and click “SEARCH.”
Click on Open Docket Folder on the line
associated with this deviation. You may
also visit the Docket Management
Facility in Room W12-140 on the
ground floor of the Department of
Transportation West Building, 1200
New Jersey Avenue SE., Washington,
DC 20590, between 9 a.m. and 5 p.m.,
Monday through Friday, except Federal
holidays.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: If
you have questions on this temporary
deviation, call or email Mr. Steven
Fischer, Bridge Administrator,
Thirteenth Coast Guard District;
telephone 206-220-7282, email d13-pf-
d13bridges@uscg.mil. If you have
questions on viewing the docket, call
Cheryl Collins, Program Manager,
Docket Operations, telephone 202-366—
9826.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: BNSF has
requested that the BNSF Swing Bridge
across the Columbia River, mile 105.6,
remain closed to vessel traffic to
facilitate replacement of movable rail
joints. During this maintenance period
the swing span of the BNSF Railway
Bridge across the Columbia River at
Vancouver, WA, will be disabled and
the bridge will not be able to be open.
The BNSF Swing Bridge, mile 105.6,
provides 39 feet of vertical clearance


http://www.regulations.gov
mailto:d13-pf-d13bridges@uscg.mil
mailto:d13-pf-d13bridges@uscg.mil

6658

Federal Register/Vol. 80, No. 25/Friday, February 6, 2015/Rules and Regulations

above Columbia River Datum 0.0 while
in the closed position. Vessels able to
pass through the bridge in the closed
positions may do so at anytime. The
current operating schedule for the
bridge is set out in 33 CFR 117.5. The
normal operating schedule for the BNSF
Swing Bridge states that the bridge must
open promptly and fully on request.
This deviation allows the swing span of
the BNSF Railway Bridge across the
Columbia River, mile 105.6, to remain
in the closed position, and need not
open for maritime traffic from 7 a.m.
until 3 p.m. on February 25, 2015, and
7 a.m. until 3 p.m. on February 26,
2015. The bridge shall operate in
accordance to 33 CFR 117.5 at all other
times. Waterway usage on this part of
the Columbia River includes vessels
ranging from commercial tug and tow
vessels to recreational pleasure craft
including cabin cruisers and sailing
vessels. The bridge will not be able to
open for emergencies and there is no
immediate alternate route for vessels to
pass. The Coast Guard will also inform
the users of the waterways through our
Local and Broadcast Notices to Mariners
of the change in operating schedule for
the bridge so that vessels can arrange
their transits to minimize any impact
caused by the temporary deviation.

In accordance with 33 CFR 117.35(e),
the drawbridge must return to its regular
operating schedule immediately at the
end of the designated time period. This
deviation from the operating regulations
is authorized under 33 CFR 117.35.

Dated: January 22, 2015.
Steven M. Fischer,

Bridge Administrator, Thirteenth Coast Guard
District.

[FR Doc. 2015-02329 Filed 2-5-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 9110-04-P

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND
SECURITY

Coast Guard

33 CFR Part 117
[Docket No. USCG—-2015-0052]

Drawbridge Operation Regulation;
Atlantic Intracoastal Waterway,
Wrightsville Beach, NC

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DHS.
ACTION: Notice of deviation from
drawbridge regulation.

SUMMARY: The Coast Guard has issued a
temporary deviation from the operating
schedule that governs the S.R. 74
Bridge, across the Atlantic Intracoastal
Waterway (AIWW), mile 283.1, at
Wrightsville Beach, NC. This deviation

is necessary to accommodate the 6th
Annual Quintiles Wrightsville Beach
Marathon. This deviation allows the
bridge to remain in the closed position
during the race.

DATES: This deviation is effective from
5 a.m. to 10:30 a.m. on Sunday, March
22, 2015.

ADDRESSES: The docket for this
deviation, [USCG-2015-0052] is
available at http://www.regulations.gov.
Type the docket number in the
“SEARCH” box and click “SEARCH.”
Click on Open Docket Folder on the line
associated with this deviation. You may
also visit the Docket Management
Facility in Room W12-140 on the
ground floor of the Department of
Transportation West Building, 1200
New Jersey Avenue SE., Washington,
DC 20590, between 9 a.m. and 5 p.m.,
Monday through Friday, except Federal
holidays.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: If
you have questions on this temporary
deviation, call or email Kashanda
Booker, Bridge Administration Branch,
Fifth Coast Guard District; telephone
(757) 398-6227, email
Kashanda.l.booker@uscg.mil. If you
have questions on viewing the docket,
call Cheryl Collins, Program Manager,
Docket Operations, telephone 202—-366—
9826.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 6th
Annual Quintiles Wrightsville Beach
Marathon committee on behalf of the
North Carolina Department of
Transportation (NCDOT) has requested
a temporary deviation from the current
operating schedule for the S.R. 74
Bascule Drawbridge across the AIWW
mile 283.1, at Wrightsville Beach, NC.
The requested deviation will
accommodate the 6th Annual Quintiles
Wrightsville Beach Marathon scheduled
for Sunday, March 22, 2015. To
facilitate this event, the draw of the
bridge will be maintained in the closed-
to-navigation position from 5 a.m. to
10:30 a.m. to allow race participants to
cross during the scheduled event.

The current operating schedule for the
bridge is set out in 33 CFR 117.821(a)(4).
The regulation requires the bridge to
open on signal for vessels at all times
except that from 7 a.m. until 7 p.m. the
bridge shall open on the hour; every
third and fourth Saturday in September
the bridge shall remain closed from 7
a.m. until 11 a.m.; and the last Saturday
of October or the first or second
Saturday of November the bridge shall
remain closed from 7 a.m. until 10:30
a.m. The bascule drawbridge has a
vertical clearance of 20 feet above mean
high water (MHW) in the closed
position. Vessels that can pass through

the bridge in the closed position may do
so at any time.

To ensure that waterway users are
aware of the closure, the Coast Guard
will issue a Local and Broadcast Notice
to Mariners to allow mariners to
schedule their transits accordingly.
There are no alternate routes available
to vessels. Most waterway traffic
consists of recreational boats with a few
barges and tugs during the daytime. The
bridge is able to open for emergencies.

In accordance with 33 CFR 117.35(e),
the drawbridge must return to its regular
operating schedule immediately at the
end of the designated time period. This
deviation from the operating regulations
is authorized under 33 CFR 117.35.

Dated: January 27, 2015.
James L. Rousseau,

Bridge Program Manager, Fifth Coast Guard
District.

[FR Doc. 2015—02449 Filed 2-5-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 9110-04-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 80

[EPA-HQ-OAR-2014-0283; FRL 9921-82—
OAR]

RIN 2060-AS19

Regulation of Fuels and Fuel
Additives: Extension of the
Reformulated Gasoline Program to
Maine’s Southern Counties

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) is extending the Clean Air
Act’s (CAA) prohibition against the sale
of conventional gasoline in reformulated
gasoline (RFG) areas to the southern
Maine counties of York, Cumberland,
Sagadahoc, Androscoggin, Kennebec,
Knox, and Lincoln (hereinafter, the
“Southern Maine Counties’’). This
action is based on a request from the
Governor of the State of Maine for areas
within the ozone transport region
established under the CAA. The CAA
does not give the EPA discretion to deny
a Governor’s request on this matter. The
scope of the EPA’s discretion is limited
to establishing the date that the
prohibition commences. Consistent with
the Governor’s request, the EPA is
finalizing as proposed a prohibition
commencement date of May 1, 2015 for
all refiners, importers, and distributors
in the Maine counties referenced in the
Governor’s request, and June 1, 2015 for
all retailers and wholesale purchaser-
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consumers in those counties. The EPA
is also adding in its RFG opt-out rules
a provision to reflect that there is a four-
year minimum opt-in period for areas
that opt into the RFG program on the
basis of their location within the ozone
transport region. This clarification
aligns the federal regulation for RFG
opt-out requirements with the CAA.
DATES: This final rule is effective on
March 9, 2015.

ADDRESSES: The EPA has established a
docket for this action under Docket ID
No. EPA-HQ-OAR-2014-0283. All
documents in the docket are listed on
the www.regulations.gov Web site.
Although listed in the index, some
information is not publicly available,
e.g., GBI or other information whose
disclosure is restricted by statute.
Certain other material, such as
copyrighted material, is not placed on
the Internet and will be publicly
available only in hard copy form.
Publicly available docket materials are
available either electronically through
www.regulations.gov or in hard copy at
the Air and Radiation Docket, EPA
Docket Center, WJC West Building,
Room 3334, 1301 Constitution Avenue
NW., Washington, DC 20004. This
Docket Facility is open from 8:30 a.m.
to 4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday,
excluding legal holidays. The Docket
telephone number is (202) 566—1744,
and the telephone number for the Air
Docket is (202) 566—1742.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Patty Klavon, Office of Transportation
and Air Quality, Environmental
Protection Agency, 2000 Traverwood
Drive, Ann Arbor, Michigan, 48105;
telephone number: (734) 214—4476; fax
number: (734) 214—4052; email address:
klavon.patty@epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The contents of this preamble are
listed in the following outline:

I. General Information

II. Background

III. Description of the Final Rule

IV. Rationale

V. Statutory and Executive Order Reviews
VI. Legal Authority and Statutory Provisions

I. General Information

A. Does this action apply to me?

Entities potentially affected by this
rule are fuel producers and distributors
who do business in Maine.

Examples of potentially regulated | NAICS?
entities Codes

Petroleum refineries .........cccceeeunieen. 324110
Gasoline Marketers and Distributors | 424710
424720

Examples of potentially regulated | NAICS?
entities Codes

Gasoline Retail Stations .................. 447110
Gasoline Transporters ...........ccccee... 484220
484230

The above is not intended to be
exhaustive, but rather provides a guide
for readers regarding entities likely to be
regulated by this action. The table lists
the types of entities of which the EPA
is aware that potentially could be
affected by this rule. Other types of
entities not listed on the table could also
be affected by this rule. To determine
whether your organization could be
affected by this rule, you should
carefully examine the regulations in 40
CFR 80.70. If you have questions
regarding the applicability of this action
to a particular entity, call the person
listed in the FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT section of this preamble.

II. Background

A. Background on the Federal
Reformulated Gasoline Program

The purpose of the federal RFG
program is to improve air quality in
certain areas through the use of gasoline
that is reformulated to reduce motor
vehicle emissions of tropospheric
ozone-forming compounds, as set forth
in CAA section 211(k)(1). The EPA first
published regulations for the federal
RFG program on February 16, 1994. (59
FR 7716). RFG makes up over 30
percent of the volume of motor vehicle
gasoline consumed in the United
States 2 and is used in 17 states and the
District of Columbia.?

CAA section 211(k)(5) prohibits the
sale of conventional gasoline (i.e.,
gasoline that the EPA has not certified
as reformulated) in certain ozone
nonattainment areas beginning January
1, 1995. CAA section 211(k)(10)(D)
defines the areas initially covered by the
federal RFG program as ozone
nonattainment areas having a 1980
population in excess of 250,000 and
having the highest ozone design values
during the period 1987 through 1989.%
In addition, under CAA section

1North American Industry Classification System.

2See the U.S. Energy Information Administration
statistics on consumption and sales of petroleum
and other liquids at: http://www.eia.gov/petroleum/
reports.cfm?t=164.

3For a map showing current RFG areas, please
visit the EPA’s Web site at: http://www.epa.gov/
otaq/fuels/gasolinefuels/rfg/areas.htm.

4 Applying these criteria, the EPA has determined
the nine covered areas to be the metropolitan areas
including Los Angeles, Houston, New York City,
Baltimore, Chicago, San Diego, Philadelphia,
Hartford, and Milwaukee.

211(k)(10)(D), any area reclassified as a
Severe ozone nonattainment area under
CAA section 181(b) is also included in
the federal RFG program. Finally, CAA
sections 211(k)(6)(A) and (B) allow areas
classified as Marginal, Moderate,
Serious, or Severe ozone nonattainment
areas, or areas within the ozone
transport region established under CAA
section 184, to opt into the RFG program
at the request of the Governor of the
State in which the area is located.

Maine is in the ozone transport region
established under CAA section 184, and
its request to opt into the RFG program
was made pursuant to CAA section
211(k)(6)(B). That provision specifies
that upon petition of the Governor of a
State in the ozone transport region, the
EPA is to apply the prohibition against
selling or dispensing of conventional
gasoline in RFG covered areas in any
area in the State other than an area
classified as Marginal, Moderate,
Serious, or Severe ozone nonattainment
area under subpart 2 of part D of
subchapter 1 of the Clean Air Act. This
prohibition is to “‘commence as soon as
practicable but not later than 2 years
after the date of approval by the
Administrator of the application of the
Governor of the State.” CAA section
211(k)(6)(B)(ii)(I). However, if the EPA
determines that there is insufficient
capacity to supply RFG, the EPA may
extend the commencement date by no
more than a year, and may renew that
extension for two additional one-year
periods. CAA section 211(k)(6)(B)(iii).
The area may not opt out of the federal
RFG program earlier than four (4) years
after the RFG commencement date. CAA
section 211(k)(6)(B)(@1i)(II).

B. Request From the State of Maine

In 2013, the State of Maine enacted
Public Law 2013 c.221 calling for the
use of RFG in York, Cumberland,
Sagadahoc, Androscoggin, Kennebec,
Knox, and Lincoln counties beginning
May 1, 2014. On July 23, 2013, the
Governor of Maine formally requested,
pursuant to CAA section 211(k)(6)(B),
that the EPA extend the requirement for
the sale of RFG to these counties
beginning on May 1, 2014.

The Maine legislature subsequently
enacted an emergency law, Public Law
2013 c.453, effective March 6, 2014, to
postpone the requirement for the sale of
RFG in these counties until June 1,
2015. Pursuant to that legislation, the
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Commissioner for the State of Maine’s
Department of Environmental Protection
(DEP) submitted a request to the EPA
dated March 10, 2014, modifying
Maine’s request for the implementation
date for the sale of RFG in the Southern
Maine Counties to coincide with June 1,
2015.5

Copies of the Commissioner’s letter,
the letter from the Governor of the State
of Maine dated July 23, 2013, and the
Maine legislation establishing the use of
RFG in the Southern Maine Counties are
available in the docket at EPA-HQ-
OAR-2014-0283.

The EPA issued a proposal for public
comment on August 28, 2014 (79 FR
51288), consistent with the State’s
request. No comments were received.

III. Description of the Final Rule

Based on our evaluation of the
appropriate lead time and start dates,
and pursuant to Maine’s request for a
June 1, 2015 implementation date and
the provisions of CAA section 211(k)(6),
the EPA is amending its RFG regulation
at 40 CFR 80.70 to add new paragraph
(n)(1) extending the CAA section
211(k)(5) prohibition against the sale of
conventional (i.e., non-reformulated)
gasoline in RFG covered areas to the
Southern Maine Counties. Based on
Maine’s request for a June 1, 2015
implementation date, the EPA is
finalizing as proposed the prohibition
on the sale of conventional gasoline in
the Southern Maine Counties to
commence as of May 1, 2015 for all
regulated entities in these counties other
than retailers and wholesale purchaser-
consumers (i.e., refiners, importers, and
distributors), and as of June 1, 2015 for
retailers and wholesale purchaser-
consumers. Thus, conventional gasoline
may not be sold to consumers in the
Southern Maine Counties as of June 1,
2015. Only RFG may be sold to
consumers in these counties as of June
1, 2015. The Southern Maine Counties
are part of the ozone transport region as
defined in CAA section 184. They are
not currently classified under subpart 2
of Part D of CAA subchapter I as
Marginal, Moderate, Serious, or Severe
ozone nonattainment areas.

Further, in today’s action, EPA is
updating its RFG opt-out regulation at
40 CFR 80.72 to add a new paragraph
(c)(8) to reflect that there is a four-year
minimum opt-in period for areas that
opt into the RFG program on the basis

5The EPA has determined that the original
petition from the Governor of Maine, together with
the revised Maine legislation and the
Commissioner’s letter, serve as a petition from the
Governor under CAA section 211(k)(6)(B) seeking
commencement of the prohibition in CAA 211(k)(5)
in the Southern Maine Counties on June 1, 2015.

of their location within the ozone
transport region. This clarification
aligns the federal regulation for RFG
opt-out requirements with CAA section
211(k)(6)(B)(ii)(ID).

Thus, the State of Maine may not opt
out of the federal RFG program for the
Southern Maine Counties before May 1,
2019 for all regulated entities other than
retailers and wholesale purchaser-
consumers, and not before June 1, 2019
for retailers and wholesale purchaser-
consumers, respectively.

IV. Rationale

The EPA has determined that the
commencement dates for the
prohibition of the sale of conventional
gasoline in the Southern Maine
Counties finalized in today’s action
provide a reasonable balance by
achieving air quality benefits in
southern Maine by the start of the 2015
peak ozone season and providing
adequate lead time for industry to
prepare for program implementation.
The dates are consistent with the State’s
request that the EPA require RFG to be
sold in the Southern Maine Counties to
coincide with the beginning of the high
ozone season, which begins June 1 of
each year. Thus, the dates provide
environmental benefits by allowing
southern Maine to achieve volatile
organic compound (VOC) reduction
benefits for the 2015 VOC control
season. The dates are also consistent
with the statutory requirement that the
EPA set the date for commencement of
the prohibition within two years of the
EPA’s approval of the application by the
Governor.

Today’s final action has no effect on
the approved Maine State
Implementation Plan (SIP). The State of
Maine intends to submit a proposed SIP
revision requesting the removal of its
existing 7.8 Reid Vapor Pressure fuel
requirements for the Southern Maine
Counties. The EPA will consider
Maine’s request when it is received.

As stated previously, the EPA
received no comments on the proposed
rulemaking.

V. Statutory and Executive Order
Reviews

A. Executive Order 12866: Regulatory
Planning and Review and Executive
Order 13563: Improving Regulation and
Regulatory Review

This action is not a “significant
regulatory action” under the terms of
Executive Order 12866 (58 FR 51735,
October 4, 1993) and is therefore not
subject to review under Executive
Orders 12866 and 13563. (76 FR 3821,
January 21, 2011).

B. Paperwork Reduction Act

This action does not impose any new
information collection burden under the
provisions of the Paperwork Reduction
Act, 44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq. Burden is
defined at 5 CFR 1320.3. The OMB has
approved the information collection
requirements that apply to the RFG
program (see 59 FR 7716, February 16,
1994), and has assigned OMB control
number 2060-0277 (EPA ICR No.
1591.25).

C. Regulatory Flexibility Act

The Regulatory Flexibility Act (RFA)
generally requires an agency to prepare
a regulatory flexibility analysis of any
rule subject to notice and comment
rulemaking requirements under the
Administrative Procedure Act or any
other statute unless the agency certifies
that the rule will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities. Small entities
include small businesses, small
organizations, and small governmental
jurisdictions.

For purposes of assessing the impacts
of today’s final rule on small entities,
small entity is defined as: (1) Defined by
the Small Business Administration’s
(SBA) regulations at 13 CFR 121.201; (2)
a small governmental jurisdiction that is
a government of a city, county, town,
school district or special district with a
population of less than 50,000; and (3)

a small organization that is any not-for-
profit enterprise which is independently
owned and operated and is not
dominant in its field.

After considering the economic
impacts of today’s final rule on small
entities, I certify that this action will not
have a significant adverse impact on a
substantial number of small entities. In
promulgating the RFG regulations for
conventional gasoline, the EPA
analyzed the impact of the regulations
on small entities. The EPA concluded
that the regulations may possibly have
some economic effect on a substantial
number of small refiners, but that the
regulations may not significantly affect
other small entities, such as gasoline
blenders, terminal operators, service
stations and ethanol blenders. See 59 FR
7810-7811 (February 16, 1994). As
stated in the preamble to the final 1994
RFG rule, exempting small refiners from
the RFG regulations would not meet
CAA requirements. 59 FR 7810.
However, since most small refiners are
located in the mountain states or in
California, which has its own RFG
program, the vast majority of small
refiners are unaffected by the federal
RFG requirements (although all refiners
of conventional gasoline are potentially
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subject to the RFG requirements).
Moreover, all businesses, large and
small, maintain the option to produce
conventional gasoline to be sold in areas
not obligated by the CAA to receive RFG
or those areas which have not chosen to
opt into the federal RFG program. A
complete analysis of the effect of the
RFG regulations on small businesses is
contained in the Regulatory Flexibility
Analysis which was prepared for the
1994 RFG regulations, and can be found
in the docket for that rulemaking. The
docket number is: EPA Air Docket A—
92-12.

Today’s final rule affects only those
refiners, importers or blenders of
gasoline that choose to produce or
import RFG for sale in the Southern
Maine Counties, and gasoline
distributors and retail stations in those
areas. As discussed above, the EPA
determined that, because of their
location, the vast majority of small
refiners will be unaffected by the RFG
requirements. For the same reason, most
small refiners will be unaffected by
today’s action. Other small entities,
such as gasoline distributors and retail
stations located in the Southern Maine
Counties, which will become a covered
area under today’s final rule, will be
subject to the same requirements as
those small entities which are located in
current RFG covered areas. The EPA did
not find the previous RFG regulations to
significantly affect these entities.

D. Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
(UMRA)

This final rule does not contain a
Federal mandate that may result in
expenditures of $100 million or more
for State, local, and tribal governments,
in the aggregate, or the private sector in
any one year. Thus, this final rule is not
subject to the requirements of sections
202 and 205 of the UMRA. Although the
EPA does not believe that UMRA
imposes requirements for this
rulemaking, the EPA notes that the
environmental and economic impacts of
the federal RFG program were assessed
in the EPA’s Regulatory Impact Analysis
for the 1994 RFG regulations.

This final rule is also not subject to
the requirements of section 203 of
UMRA because it contains no regulatory
requirements that might significantly or
uniquely affect small governments.

E. Executive Order 13132 (Federalism)

This action does not have federalism
implications. It will not have substantial
direct effects on the States, on the
relationship between the national
government and the States, or on the
distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various

levels of government, as specified in
Executive Order 13132. The final rule
imposes requirements only on certain
refiners and other entities in the
gasoline distribution system, and not on
States. The requirements of the final
rule will be enforced by the federal
government at the national level. Thus,
Executive Order 13132 does not apply
to this final rule.

F. Executive Order 13175

This action does not have tribal
implications, as specified in Executive
Order 13175 (65 FR 67249, November 9,
2000). Today’s final rule affects only
those refiners, importers or blenders of
gasoline that choose to produce or
import RFG for sale in the Southern
Maine Counties, and gasoline
distributors and retail stations in those
areas. Thus, Executive Order 13175 does
not apply to this action.

G. Executive Order 13045: Protection of
Children From Environmental Health
and Safety Risks

This action is not subject to Executive
Order 13045 (62 FR 19885, April 23,
1997) because it is not economically
significant as defined in Executive
Order 12866, and because the Agency
does not believe the environmental
health or safety risks addressed by this
action present a disproportionate risk to
children.

H. Executive Order 13211: Actions
Concerning Regulations That
Significantly Affect Energy Supply,
Distribution, or Use

This action is not subject to Executive
Order 13211 (66 FR 28355, May 22,
2001) because it is not a significant
regulatory action under Executive Order
12866.

I. National Technology Transfer
Advancement Act

Section 12(d) of the National
Technology Transfer and Advancement
Act of 1995 (NTTAA), Public Law 104—
113, 12(d) (15 U.S.C. 272 note) directs
the EPA to use voluntary consensus
standards in its regulatory activities
unless to do so would be inconsistent
with applicable law or otherwise
impractical. Voluntary consensus
standards are technical standards (e.g.,
materials specifications, test methods,
sampling procedures, and business
practices) that are developed or adopted
by voluntary consensus standards
bodies. NTTAA directs the EPA to
provide Congress, through OMB,
explanations when the Agency decides
not to use available and applicable
voluntary consensus standards.

This action does not involve technical
standards. Therefore, the EPA did not
consider the use of any voluntary
consensus standards.

J. Executive Order 12898: Federal
Actions To Address Environmental
Justice in Minority Populations and
Low-Income Populations

Executive Order 12898 (59 FR 7629,
February 16, 1994) establishes federal
executive policy on environmental
justice. Its main provision directs
federal agencies, to the greatest extent
practicable and permitted by law, to
make environmental justice part of their
mission by identifying and addressing,
as appropriate, disproportionately high
and adverse human health or
environmental effects of their programs,
policies, and activities on minority
populations and low-income
populations of the United States.

The EPA has determined that this
final rule does not have
disproportionately high and adverse
human health or environmental effects
on minority or low-income populations
because it increases the level of
environmental protection for all affected
populations without having any
disproportionately high and adverse
human health or environmental effects
on any population, including any
minority or low-income population.

K. Congressional Review Act

The Congressional Review Act, 5
U.S.C. 801 et seq., as added by the Small
Business Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act of 1996, generally provides
that before a rule may take effect, the
agency promulgating the rule must
submit a rule report, which includes a
copy of the rule, to each House of the
Congress and to the Comptroller General
of the United States. The EPA will
submit a report containing this rule and
other required information to the U.S.
Senate, the U.S. House of
Representatives, and the Comptroller
General of the United States prior to
publication of the rule in the Federal
Register. A Major rule cannot take effect
until 60 days after it is published in the
Federal Register. This action is not a
“major rule” as defined by 5 U.S.C.
804(2). This rule will be effective March
9, 2015.

VI. Legal Authority and Statutory
Provisions

The statutory authority for this action
is granted to the EPA by Sections 211(k)
and 301(a) of the Clean Air Act, as
amended; 42 U.S.C. 7545(k), 7601(a).



6662

Federal Register/Vol. 80, No. 25/Friday, February 6, 2015/Rules and Regulations

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 80

Environmental protection, Air
pollution control, Fuel additives,
Gasoline, Motor vehicle pollution.

Dated: January 23, 2015.
Gina McCarthy,
Administrator.

For the reasons discussed in the
preamble, the Environmental Protection
Agency is amending 40 CFR part 80 as
follows:

PART 80—REGULATION OF FUELS
AND FUEL ADDITIVES

m 1. The authority citation for part 80
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7414, 7521, 7542,
7545, and 7601(a).

m 2. Section 80.70 is amended by adding
paragraph (n) to read as follows:

§80.70 Covered areas.

* * * * *

(n) The areas included in paragraph
(n) of this section are located within the
ozone transport region established
under Clean Air Act section 184(a), are
not classified as a Marginal, Moderate,
Serious, or Severe ozone nonattainment
area, and have opted into the
reformulated gasoline program. They are
covered areas for the purposes of
subparts D, E, and F of this part.

(1) The southern Maine counties of
York, Cumberland, Sagadahoc,
Androscoggin, Kennebec, Knox, and
Lincoln are a covered area beginning
June 1, 2015. The prohibitions of Clean
Air Act section 211(k)(5) apply to all
persons other than retailers and
wholesale purchaser-consumers in these
counties beginning May 1, 2015. The
prohibitions of section 211(k)(5) of the
Clean Air Act apply to retailers and
wholesale purchaser-consumers in these
counties beginning on June 1, 2015.

(2) [Reserved]

m 3. Section 80.72 is amended by adding
paragraph (c)(8) to read as follows:

§80.72 Procedures for opting out of the
covered areas.

* * * * *

(C) * *x %

(8) Notwithstanding any other
provision of paragraph (c) of this
section, for an area that opted in
pursuant to Clean Air Act section
211(k)(6)(B), the Administrator shall not
set the effective date for removal of the
area earlier than four years after the
commencement date of opt-in.

* * * * *
[FR Doc. 2015-02185 Filed 2-5-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

50 CFR Part 660
[Docket No. 140811659-5070-02]
RIN 0648-XD437

Fisheries Off West Coast States;
Coastal Pelagic Species Fisheries;
Annual Specifications

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: NMFS implements the annual
catch limit (ACL), harvest guideline
(HG), and associated annual reference
points for Pacific mackerel in the U.S.
exclusive economic zone (EEZ) off the
Pacific coast for the fishing season of
July 1, 2014, through June 30, 2015.
This rule is implemented according to
the Coastal Pelagic Species (CPS)
Fishery Management Plan (FMP). The
2014-2015 HG for Pacific mackerel is
29,170 metric tons (mt). This is the
primary commercial fishing target level.
The annual catch target (ACT), which
will be the directed fishing harvest
target, is 24,170 mt. If the fishery attains
the ACT, the directed fishery will close,
reserving the difference between the HG
(29,170 mt) and ACT as a 5,000 mt set-
aside for incidental landings in other
CPS fisheries and other sources of
mortality. This final rule is intended to
conserve and manage the Pacific
mackerel stock off the U.S. West Coast.
DATES: Effective March 9, 2015 through
June 30, 2015.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Joshua Lindsay, West Coast Region,
NMFS, (562) 980-4034.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: During
public meetings each year, the estimated
biomass for Pacific mackerel is
presented to the Pacific Fishery
Management Council’s (Council) CPS
Management Team (Team), the
Council’s CPS Advisory Subpanel
(Subpanel) and the Council’s Scientific
and Statistical Committee (SSC), where
the biomass and the status of the
fisheries are reviewed and discussed.
The biomass estimate is then presented
to the Council along with the calculated
overfishing limit (OFL), acceptable
biological catch (ABC), ACL, HG and
ACT recommendations and comments
from the Team, Subpanel and SSC.
Following review by the Council and
after hearing public comment, the
Council adopts a biomass estimate and

makes its catch level recommendations
to NMFS.

The purpose of this final rule is to
implement the 2014-2015 ACL, HG,
ACT and other annual catch reference
points, including OFL and an ABC that
takes into consideration uncertainty
surrounding the current estimate of
biomass for Pacific mackerel in the U.S.
EEZ off the Pacific coast. The CPS FMP
and its implementing regulations
require NMFS to set these annual catch
levels for the Pacific mackerel fishery
based on the annual specification
framework in the FMP. This framework
includes a harvest control rule that
determines the HG, the primary
management target for the fishery for the
current fishing season. The HG is based,
in large part, on the current estimate of
stock biomass. The harvest control rule
in the CPS FMP is HG =
[(Biomass — Cutoff) * Fraction *
Distribution] with the parameters
described as follows:

1. Biomass. The estimated stock
biomass of Pacific mackerel for the
2014-2015 management season is
157,106 mt.

2. Cutoff. This is the biomass level
below which no commercial fishery is
allowed. The FMP established this level
at 18,200 mt.

3. Fraction. The harvest fraction is the
percentage of the biomass above 18,200
mt that may be harvested.

4. Distribution. The average portion of
the Pacific mackerel biomass estimated
in the U.S. EEZ off the Pacific coast is
70 percent and is based on the average
historical larval distribution obtained
from scientific cruises and the
distribution of the resource according to
the logbooks of aerial fish-spotters.

In June 2014 the Council adopted and
recommended to NMFS for the 2014—
2015 Pacific mackerel fishing season an
OFL of 32,992 metric tons (mt), an ABC
and ACL of 30,138 mt each, a HG of
29,170 mt, and an ACT of 24,170 mt.
These catch specifications are based on
the control rules established in the CPS
FMP and a biomass estimate of 157,106
mt; the biomass estimate is the result of
a 2011 full stock assessment as updated
with a catch-only projection estimate.
The annual biomass estimates are an
explicit part of the various harvest
control rules for Pacific mackerel, and
as the estimated biomass decreases or
increases from one year to the next, the
resulting allowable catch levels
similarly trend. The Pacific mackerel
fishing season runs from July 1 to June
30.

Upon attainment of the ACT, directed
fishing would close, reserving the
difference between the HG and ACT
(5,000 mt) as a set-aside for incidental



Federal Register/Vol. 80, No. 25/Friday, February 6, 2015/Rules and Regulations

6663

landings in other CPS fisheries and
other sources of mortality. For the
remainder of the fishing year, incidental
landings would also be constrained to a
45-percent incidental catch allowance
when Pacific mackerel are landed with
other CPS (in other words, no more than
45 percent by weight of the CPS landed
per trip may be Pacific mackerel),
except that up to 1 mt of Pacific
mackerel could be landed without
landing any other CPS. Upon attainment
of the HG (29,170 mt), no retention of
Pacific mackerel would be allowed in
CPS fisheries. The purpose of the
incidental set-aside and allowance of an
incidental fishery is to allow for the
restricted incidental landings of Pacific
mackerel in other fisheries, particularly
other CPS fisheries, when the directed
fishery is closed to reduce potential
discard of Pacific mackerel and allow
for continued prosecution of other
important CPS fisheries.

The NMFS West Coast Regional
Administrator will publish a notice in
the Federal Register announcing the
date of any closure to either directed or
incidental fishing. Additionally, to
ensure the regulated community is
informed of any closure, NMFS will also
make announcements through other
means available, including fax, email,
and mail to fishermen, processors, and
state fishery management agencies.

On October 20, 2014, a proposed rule
was published for this action and public
comments solicited (79 FR 62590). No
comments were received.

Detailed information on the fishery
and the stock assessment are found in
the reports ‘Pacific Mackerel (Scomber
japonicus) Stock Assessment for USA
Management in the 2011-12 Fishing
Year” and ‘“Pacific Mackerel Biomass
Projection Estimate for USA
Management (2014-15)" (see
ADDRESSES).

Classification

Pursuant to section 304(b)(1)(A) of the
Magnuson-Stevens Fishery
Conservation and Management Act, the
Assistant Administrator, NMFS, has
determined that this final rule is
consistent with the CPS FMP, other
provisions of the Magnuson-Stevens
Fishery Conservation and Management
Act, and other applicable law.

These specifications are exempt from
review under Executive Order 12866.

The Chief Counsel for Regulation of
the Department of Commerce certified
to the Chief Counsel for Advocacy of the
Small Business Administration during
the proposed rule stage that this action
would not have a significant economic
impact on a substantial number of small
entities. The factual basis for the

certification was published in the
proposed rule and is not repeated here.
No comments were received regarding
this certification. As a result, a
regulatory flexibility analysis was not
required and none was prepared.

There are no reporting, recordkeeping,
or other compliance requirements
required by this rule. Additionally, no
other Federal rules duplicate, overlap or
conflict with this rule.

This action does not contain a
collection-of-information requirement
for purposes of the Paperwork
Reduction Act.

Authority: 16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.
Dated: February 3, 2015.
Samuel D. Rauch III,

Deputy Assistant Administrator for
Regulatory Programs, National Marine
Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc. 2015—02421 Filed 2-5-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

50 CFR Part 665
RIN 0648-XD745

Pacific Island Fisheries; 2015 Harvest
Guideline; Northwestern Hawaiian
Islands Lobster

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Notification of lobster harvest
guideline.

SUMMARY: NMFS establishes the annual
harvest guideline for the commercial
lobster fishery in the Northwestern
Hawaiian Islands for calendar year 2015
at zero lobsters.

DATES: February 6, 2015.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Bob
Harman, NMFS PIR Sustainable
Fisheries, tel 808-725-5170.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Northwestern Hawaiian Islands (NWHI)
commercial lobster fishery is managed
under the Fishery Ecosystem Plan for
the Hawaiian Archipelago. The
regulations at 50 CFR 665.252(b) require
NMFS to publish an annual harvest
guideline for lobster Permit Area 1,
comprised of Federal waters around the
NWHI. Regulations governing the
Papahanaumokuakea Marine National
Monument in the NWHI prohibit the
unpermitted removal of monument
resources (50 CFR 404.7), and establish
a zero annual harvest guideline for

lobsters (50 CFR 404.10(a)).
Accordingly, NMFS establishes the
harvest guideline for the NWHI
commercial lobster fishery for calendar
year 2015 at zero lobsters. Thus, no
harvest of NWHI lobster resources is
allowed.

Authority: 16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.
Dated: February 3, 2015
H. Menashes,

Acting Director, Office of Sustainable
Fisheries, National Marine Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc. 2015-02419 Filed 2—5-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

50 CFR Part 679
[Docket No. 131021878-4158-02]
RIN 0648-XD758

Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic
Zone Off Alaska; Pacific cod by Pot
Catcher/Processors in the Bering Sea
and Aleutian Islands Management Area

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Temporary rule; closure.

SUMMARY: NMFS is prohibiting directed
fishing for Pacific cod by catcher/
processors using pot gear in the Bering
Sea and Aleutian Islands management
area (BSAI). This action is necessary to
prevent exceeding the A season
apportionment of the 2015 Pacific cod
total allowable catch allocated to
catcher/processors using pot gear in the
BSAL
DATES: Effective 1200 hours, Alaska
local time (A.Lt.), February 4, 2015,
through 1200 hours, A.L.t., September 1,
2015.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Josh
Keaton, 907-586-7228.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: NMFS
manages the groundfish fishery in the
BSAI exclusive economic zone
according to the Fishery Management
Plan for Groundfish of the Bering Sea
and Aleutian Islands Management Area
(FMP) prepared by the North Pacific
Fishery Management Council under
authority of the Magnuson-Stevens
Fishery Conservation and Management
Act. Regulations governing fishing by
U.S. vessels in accordance with the FMP
appear at subpart H of 50 CFR part 600
and 50 CFR part 679.

The A season apportionment of the
2015 Pacific cod total allowable catch
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(TAC) allocated to catcher/processors
using pot gear in the BSAI is 1,698
metric tons (mt) as established by the
final 2014 and 2015 harvest
specifications for groundfish in the
BSAI (79 FR 12108, March 4, 2014) and
inseason adjustment (80 FR 188, January
5, 2015).

In accordance with § 679.20(d)(1)(iii),
the Administrator, Alaska Region,
NMFS (Regional Administrator), has
determined that the A season
apportionment of the 2015 Pacific cod
TAC allocated as a directed fishing
allowance to catcher/processors using
pot gear in the BSAI will soon be
reached. Consequently, NMFS is
prohibiting directed fishing for Pacific
cod by pot catcher/processors in the
BSAI

After the effective date of this closure
the maximum retainable amounts at

§679.20(e) and (f) apply at any time
during a trip.

Classification

This action responds to the best
available information recently obtained
from the fishery. The Acting Assistant
Administrator for Fisheries, NOAA
(AA), finds good cause to waive the
requirement to provide prior notice and
opportunity for public comment
pursuant to the authority set forth at 5
U.S.C. 553(b)(B) as such requirement is
impracticable and contrary to the public
interest. This requirement is
impracticable and contrary to the public
interest as it would prevent NMFS from
responding to the most recent fisheries
data in a timely fashion and would
delay the closure of directed fishing for
Pacific cod by pot catcher/processors in
the BSAL. NMFS was unable to publish

a notice providing time for public
comment because the most recent,
relevant data only became available as
of February 2, 2015.

The AA also finds good cause to
waive the 30-day delay in the effective
date of this action under 5 U.S.C.
553(d)(3). This finding is based upon
the reasons provided above for waiver of
prior notice and opportunity for public
comment.

This action is required by § 679.20
and is exempt from review under
Executive Order 12866.

Authority: 16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.
Dated: February 3, 2015.

Emily H. Menashes,

Acting Director, Office of Sustainable
Fisheries, National Marine Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc. 2015-02417 Filed 2—-3-15; 4:15 pm]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-P
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This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER
contains notices to the public of the proposed
issuance of rules and regulations. The
purpose of these notices is to give interested
persons an opportunity to participate in the
rule making prior to the adoption of the final
rules.

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Animal and Plant Health Inspection
Service

7 CFR Parts 318 and 319
[Docket No. APHIS-2010-0082]
RIN 0579-AD71

Establishing a Performance Standard
for Authorizing the Importation and
Interstate Movement of Fruits and
Vegetables

AGENCY: Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, USDA.

ACTION: Proposed rule; reopening of
comment period.

SUMMARY: We are reopening the
comment period for our proposed rule
that would amend our regulations
governing the importation and interstate
movement of fruits and vegetables by
broadening our existing performance
standard to provide for approval of all
new fruits and vegetables for
importation or interstate movement into
or within the United States using a
notice-based process. This action will
allow interested persons additional time
to prepare and submit comments.
DATES: The comment period for the
proposed rule published on September
9, 2014 (79 FR 53346-53352) is
reopened. We will consider all
comments that we receive on or before
March 10, 2015.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments
by either of the following methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov/
#!docketDetail;D=APHIS-2010-0082.

e Postal Mail/Commercial Delivery:
Send your comment to Docket No.
APHIS-2010-0082, Regulatory Analysis
and Development, PPD, APHIS, Station
3A-03.8, 4700 River Road Unit 118,
Riverdale, MD 20737-1238.

Supporting documents and any
comments we receive on this docket
may be viewed at http://
www.regulations.gov/
#!docketDetail,D=APHIS-2010-0082 or

in our reading room, which is located in
Room 1141 of the USDA South
Building, 14th Street and Independence
Avenue SW., Washington, DC. Normal
reading room hours are 8 a.m. to 4:30
p-m., Monday through Friday, except
holidays. To be sure someone is there to
help you, please call (202) 799-7039
before coming.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ms.
Nicole L. Russo, Assistant Director,
Regulatory Coordination and
Compliance, PPQ, APHIS, 4700 River
Road Unit 133, Riverdale, MD 20737—
1231; (301) 851-2159.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
September 9, 2014, we published in the
Federal Register (79 FR 53346-53352) a
proposal to amend our regulations
governing the importations of fruits and
vegetables by broadening our existing
performance standard to provide for
approval of all new fruits and vegetables
for importation into the United States
using a notice-based process. We also
proposed to remove the region- or
commodity-specific phytosanitary
requirements currently found in these
regulations. Likewise, we proposed an
equivalent revision of the performance
standard in our regulations governing
the interstate movement of fruits and
vegetables from Hawaii and the U.S.
territories (Guam, Northern Mariana
Islands, Puerto Rico, and the U.S. Virgin
Islands) and the removal of commodity-
specific phytosanitary requirements
from those regulations. This proposal
would allow for the approval of requests
to authorize the importation or
interstate movement of new fruits and
vegetables in a manner that enables a
more flexible and responsive regulatory
approach to evolving pest situations in
both the United States and exporting
countries. It would not however, alter
the science-based process in which the
risk associated with importation or
interstate movement of a given fruit or
vegetable is evaluated or the manner in
which risks associated with the
importation or interstate movement of a
fruit or vegetable are mitigated.
Comments on the proposed rule were
required to be received on or before
November 10, 2014. On December 4,
2014, we published in the Federal
Register (79 FR 71973) a notice of
reopening of the comment period for an
additional 60 days. Comments were
required to be received on or before
January 9, 2015.

We are reopening the comment period
on Docket No. APHIS-2010-0082 for an
additional 60 days. We will also accept
all comments received between January
10, 2015 (the day after the close of the
initial extended comment period) and
the date of this notice. This action will
allow interested persons additional time
to prepare and submit comments.

Authority: 7 U.S.C. 450, 7701-7772, and
7781-7786; 21 U.S.C. 136 and 136a; 7 CFR
2.22,2.80, and 371.3.

Done in Washington, DC, this 2nd day of
February 2015.

Kevin Shea,

Administrator, Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service.

[FR Doc. 2015-02404 Filed 2-5-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-34-P

INTERNATIONAL TRADE
COMMISSION

19 CFR Parts 201, 206, 208, and 213,
and Chapter I

Rules of General Application;
Investigations Relating to Global and
Bilateral Safeguard Actions, Market
Disruption, Trade Diversion, and
Review of Relief Actions;
Investigations With Respect to
Commercial Availability of Textile
Fabric and Yarn in Sub-Saharan
African Countries; Trade Remedy
Assistance

AGENCY: International Trade
Commission.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking;
retrospective analysis of rules.

SUMMARY: The United States
International Trade Commission
(“Commission’’) proposes to amend
provisions of its Rules of Practice and
Procedure concerning the Freedom of
Information Act, the Privacy Act, the
Government in the Sunshine Act,
certain investigations, and trade remedy
assistance. The proposed amendments
are part of the agency’s retrospective
analysis of its Rules that attempts to
determine whether rules should be
modified, streamlined, expanded, or
repealed so as to make the agency’s
regulatory program more effective or
less burdensome in achieving regulatory
objectives. The Commission requests
public comment both on the proposed
amendments and on its rules in general.
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DATES: To be assured of consideration,
written comments must be received by
5:15 p.m. on April 7, 2015.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments,
identified by docket number MISC-038,
by any of the following methods:

Federal eRulemaking Portal: http://
www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.

Agency Web site: https://
edis.usitc.gov. Follow the instructions
for submitting comments on the Web
site.

Mail: For paper submission. U.S.
International Trade Commission, 500 E
Street SW., Room 112A, Washington,
DC 20436.

Hand Delivery/Courier: U.S.
International Trade Commission, 500 E
Street SW., Room 112A, Washington,
DC 20436. During the hours of 8:45 a.m.
to 5:15 p.m.

Instructions: All submissions received
must include the agency name and
docket number (MISC-038), along with
a cover letter stating the nature of the
commenter’s interest in the proposed
rulemaking. All comments received will
be posted without change to https://
edis.usitc.gov, including any personal
information provided. For paper copies,
a signed original and 8 copies of each
set of comments should be submitted to
Lisa R. Barton, Secretary, U.S.
International Trade Commission, 500 E
Street SW., Room 112A, Washington,
DC 20436.

Docket: For access to the docket to
read background documents or
comments received, go to https://
edis.usitc.gov and/or the U.S.
International Trade Commission, 500 E
Street SW., Room 112A, Washington,
DC 20436.

A person seeking to submit a
comment that includes confidential
business information should follow the
procedures set out in 19 CFR 201.6.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Lisa
R. Barton, Secretary, telephone (202)
205-2000, or Paul R. Bardos, Office of
the General Counsel, telephone (202)
205-3061, United States International
Trade Commission. Hearing-impaired
individuals are advised that information
on this matter can be obtained by
contacting the Commission’s TDD
terminal at (202) 205—-1810. General
information concerning the Commission
may also be obtained by accessing its
Internet server at http://www.usitc.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
preamble below is designed to assist
readers in understanding these
proposed amendments to the
Commission’s Rules. This preamble
provides background information, a
section-by-section explanation of the

proposed amendments, and a regulatory
analysis of the proposed amendments.
The Commission encourages members
of the public to comment on the
proposed amendments as well as on
whether the language of the proposed
amendments is sufficiently clear for
users to understand.

Background

Section 335 of the Tariff Act of 1930
(19 U.S.C. 1335) authorizes the
Commission to adopt such reasonable
procedures, rules, and regulations as it
deems necessary to carry out its
functions and duties. This rulemaking
seeks to improve provisions of the
Commission’s existing Rules of Practice
and Procedure. The Commission invites
the public to comment on all of these
proposed rules amendments. In any
comments, please consider addressing
whether the language of the proposed
amendments is sufficiently clear for
users to understand. In addition please
consider addressing how the proposed
rules amendments could be improved,
and/or offer specific constructive
alternatives where appropriate.

Consistent with its ordinary practice,
the Commission is issuing these
proposed amendments in accordance
with provisions of section 553 of the
Administrative Procedure Act (“APA”)
(5 U.S.C. 553), although such provisions
are not mandatory with respect to this
rulemaking. The APA procedure entails
the following steps: (1) Publication of a
notice of proposed rulemaking; (2)
solicitation of public comments on the
proposed amendments; (3) Commission
review of public comments on the
proposed amendments; and (4)
publication of final amendments at least
thirty days prior to their effective date.

This notice of proposed rulemaking is
a result of the Commission’s Plan for
Retrospective Analysis of Existing
Rules, which was published on
February 14, 2012, at 77 FR 8114. The
plan was issued in response to
Executive Order 13579 of July 11, 2011,
and established a process under which
the Commission will periodically
review its significant rules to determine
whether any such rules should be
modified, streamlined, expanded, or
repealed so as to make the agency’s
regulatory program more effective or
less burdensome in achieving regulatory
objectives. On August 9, 2012, at 77 FR
47572, the Commission published a
notice seeking public comment on its
existing Rules as part of the
retrospective review. Several comments
were received, and are being taken into
account as the Commission continues to
review its Rules.

The Commission has in the past two
years issued a number of notices of
rulemaking designed to improve the
Commission’s existing Rules. With
respect to proceedings conducted under
section 337 of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19
U.S.C. 1337), the Commission most
recently published a notice of final
rulemaking on May 21, 2013 (78 FR
29618). Concerning proceedings
conducted under title VII of the Tariff
Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1671 et seq.), the
agency published a notice of final
rulemaking on June 25, 2014 (79 FR
35920). In addition, the Commission
updated its Rules concerning national
security information by notice
published on August 8, 2014 (79 FR
46350).

The Commission’s Plan calls for the
agency to seek public input on its Rules
every two years. As a result, the
Commission is seeking input by this
notice to assist it in determining
whether, in addition to the proposed
amendments set out below, any of the
agency’s Rules should be modified,
streamlined, expanded, or repealed so
as to make the agency’s regulatory
program more effective or less
burdensome in achieving regulatory
objectives. The public is invited to
comment both on the proposed
amendments and any other of the
Commission’s Rules.

As discussed more fully below, the
Commission proposes to revise
provisions of its Rules concerning the
Freedom of Information Act, the Privacy
Act, the Government in the Sunshine
Act, certain investigations, and trade
remedy assistance.

Section-by-Section Analysis

The Commission proposes to amend
the authority citation for part 201 to
conform to the recommendation of the
Office of the Federal Register with
respect to statutory citation.

Section 201.17(a)(5) directs members
of the public to make inquiries of the
Publications Office in the Office of the
Secretary when writing or calling for
copies of documents. The Commission
proposes to revise this provision to
reflect the fact that there is no longer a
Publications Office in the Secretary’s
Office and that many documents are
available online.

Section 201.19(f) currently states that,
in general, the Commission has ten (10)
working days in which to respond to a
Freedom of Information Act request.
The Commission proposes to revise this
paragraph to remove it in conformity
with the applicable statutory provision
(5 U.S.C. 552(a)(6)(A)(i)), which gives
agencies twenty (20) working days to
respond to requests. In addition, the


http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
https://edis.usitc.gov
https://edis.usitc.gov
https://edis.usitc.gov
https://edis.usitc.gov
https://edis.usitc.gov
https://edis.usitc.gov
http://www.usitc.gov

Federal Register/Vol. 80, No. 25/Friday, February 6, 2015/Proposed Rules

6667

paragraph would be revised to increase
flexibility by replacing a specific
deadline for filing objections to
disclosure of information with a
provision for the Secretary to set the
deadline.

Section 201.20(j)(8) defines the term
“representative of the news media.” The
Commission proposes to replace the
existing definition with the statutory
one set out at 5 U.S.C. 552(a)(4)(A)(ii).

Section 201.23(e) states that the
Privacy Act Officer for the Commission
is the Director of the Office of
Administration. The Commission
proposes to amend this provision to
reflect the fact that this responsibility
has been transferred to the Secretary to
the Commission.

Section 201.34(a)(3) states that
conference telephone calls among
Commissioners generally are considered
meetings under the Government in the
Sunshine Act. The Commission
proposes to more closely accord this
statement with the statute by clarifying
that this is only the case where the
deliberations of the Commissioners
“determine or result in the joint conduct
or disposition of official [Commission]
business.” See 5 U.S.C. 552b(a)(2).

Section 206.2 sets out how a petition
or request for a safeguard investigation
should be identified. The Commission
proposes to amend the provision to add
procedures for filing such documents.

The Commission proposes to remove
part 208 of its Rules, which governs
investigations with respect to
commercial availability of textile fabric
and yarn in sub-Saharan African
countries. Such investigations were
provided for under section 112(c) of the
African Growth and Opportunity Act
(19 U.S.C. 3721(c)), which was repealed
by Section 3(a)(2) of the Andean Trade
Preference Act, Public Law 110-436.

Part 213 implements 19 U.S.C. 1339
by establishing a Trade Remedy
Assistance Office (TRAO) and assigning
duties to that office. The Commission
proposes to move part 213 to a new
subchapter D. This move would clarify
that part 213 applies to proceedings
under several trade statutes. Currently
part 213 is located in subchapter C,
which is intended to cover only unfair
practices in import trade.

The Commission proposes to amend
the authority citation for part 213 to
conform to the recommendation of the
Office of the Federal Register with
respect to statutory citation.

The Commission proposes to amend
section 213.2 to update and simplify the
definition of the term ““SBA size
standards.” A reference to frivolous
petitions and complaints would be
removed as unnecessary because,

although TRAO has the statutory
authority to determine that a petition or
application is frivolous, the office has
not received such documents. In
addition, the Commission proposes to
clarify that technical assistance is
provided under 19 U.S.C. 1339(b), so
that persons seeking information and
assistance under 19 U.S.C. 1339(a) need
not file the formal application required
by section 213.3; a conforming change
would be made to section 213.3. Also,

a typographical error would be
corrected.

The Commission proposes to amend
sections 213.3 and 213.6 to inform the
public that the agency provides
information relating to trade remedy
assistance on its Web site.

Regulatory Analysis of Proposed
Amendments to the Commission’s Rules

The Regulatory Flexibility Act (5
U.S.C. 601 et seq.) is inapplicable to this
rulemaking because it is not one for
which a notice of final rulemaking is
required under 5 U.S.C. 553(b) or any
other statute. Although the Commission
has chosen to publish a notice of
proposed rulemaking, these proposed
regulations are “‘agency rules of
procedure and practice,” and thus are
exempt from the notice requirement
imposed by 5 U.S.C. 553(b). Moreover,
the proposed rules are certified as not
having a significant economic impact on
a substantial number of small entities.

The proposed rules do not impose an
information collection burden under the
provisions of the Paperwork Reduction
Act (44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.).

No actions are necessary under title II
of the Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
of 1995, Public Law 104—4 (2 U.S.C.
1531-1538) because these amended
rules will not result in the expenditure
by State, local, and tribal governments,
in the aggregate, or by the private sector,
of $100,000,000 or more in any one
year, and will not significantly or
uniquely affect small governments.

The Commission has determined that
these amended rules do not constitute a
“significant regulatory action” under
section 3(f) of Executive Order 12866
(58 FR 51735, October 4, 1993).

The proposed rules do not have
Federalism implications warranting the
preparation of a federalism summary
impact statement under Executive Order
13132 (64 FR 43255, August 4, 1999).

The proposed amendments are not
“major rules” as defined by section 251
of the Small Business Regulatory
Enforcement Fairness Act of 1996 (5
U.S.C. 801 et. seq.). Moreover, they are
exempt from the reporting requirements
of the Act because they concern rules of
agency organization, procedure, or

practice that do not substantially affect
the rights or obligations of non-agency
parties.

List of Subjects in 19 CFR Parts 201,
206, 208, and 213

Administrative practice and
procedure; imports; foreign trade.

For the reasons stated in the
preamble, under the authority of 19
U.S.C. 1335, the United States
International Trade Commaission
proposes to amend 19 CFR parts 201,
206, 208, and 213 as follows:

PART 201—RULES OF GENERAL
APPLICATION

m 1. Revise the authority citation for part
201 to read as follows:

Authority: 19 U.S.C. 1335; 19 U.S.C. 2482,
unless otherwise noted.
m 2. Revise paragraph (a)(5) of § 201.17
to read as follows:

§201.17 Procedures for requesting access
to records.

(a) * x %

(5) Copies of public Commission
reports and other publications are
available online at http://www.usitc.gov,
or can be requested by calling or writing
the Office of the Secretary. Certain
Commission publications are sold by
the Superintendent of Documents, U.S.
Government Printing Office, and are
available from that agency at the price
set by that agency.

* * * * *
m 3. Revise paragraph (f) of § 201.19 to
read as follows:

§201.19 Notification regarding requests
for confidential business information.

* * * * *

(f) Opportunity to object to disclosure.
Through the notice described in
paragraph (c) of this section, the
Commission will afford a submitter an
opportunity, within the period afforded
to the Commission to make its decision
in response to the FOIA request, to
provide the Commission with a detailed
written statement of any objection to
disclosure. Such statement shall be filed
by a deadline set by the Secretary, and
it shall specify all grounds for
withholding any of the information
under any exemption of FOIA. In the
case of FOIA Exemptions 3 or 4, it shall
demonstrate why the information
should continue to be considered
confidential business information
within the meaning of § 201.6 of this
part and should not be disclosed. The
submitter’s claim of continued
confidentiality should be supported by
a certification by an officer or
authorized representative of the
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submitter. Information provided by a
submitter pursuant to this paragraph
may itself be subject to disclosure under
FOIA.

* * * * *

m 4. Revise paragraph (j)(8) of § 201.20

to read as follows:

§201.20 Fees.
* * * * *

(') I

(8) The term representative of the
news media refers to any person or
entity that gathers information of
potential interest to a segment of the
public, uses its editorial skills to turn
the raw materials into a distinct work,
and distributes that work to an
audience. The term ‘news’ means
information that is about current events
or that would be of current interest to
the public. Examples of news-media
entities are television or radio stations
broadcasting to the public at large and
publishers of periodicals (but only if
such entities qualify as disseminators of
‘news’) who make their products
available for purchase by or
subscription by or free distribution to
the general public. These examples are
not all-inclusive. Moreover, as methods
of news delivery evolve (for example,
the adoption of the electronic
dissemination of newspapers through
telecommunications services), such
alternative media shall be considered to
be news-media entities. A freelance
journalist shall be regarded as working
for a news-media entity if the journalist
can demonstrate a solid basis for
expecting publication through that
entity, whether or not the journalist is
actually employed by the entity. A
publication contract would present a
solid basis for such an expectation; the
Government may also consider the past
publication record of the requester in
making such a determination.
* * * * *
m 5. Revise paragraph (e) of § 201.23 to
read as follows:

§201.23 Definitions.
* * * * *

(e) The term Privacy Act Officer refers
to the Secretary, United States
International Trade Commission, 500 E
Street SW., Washington, DC 20436, or
his or her designee.

m 6. Revise paragraph (a)(3) of § 201.34
to read as follows:

§201.34 Definitions.

(a) I

(3) Conference telephone calls among
the Commissioners are considered
meetings as defined by paragraph (a)(1)
of this section if they involve the

number of Commissioners requisite for
Commission action, and where the
deliberations of the Commissioners
determine or result in the joint conduct
or disposition of official Commission
business.

* * * * *

PART 206—INVESTIGATIONS
RELATING TO GLOBAL AND
BILATERAL SAFEGUARD ACTIONS,
MARKET DISRUPTION, TRADE
DIVERSION, AND REVIEW OF RELIEF
ACTIONS

m 7. The authority citation for part 206
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 19 U.S.C. 1335, 2112 note,
2251-2254, 2436, 2451-2451a, 3351-3382
3805 note, 4051-4065, and 4101.

m 8. Revise § 206.2 to read as follows:

§206.2
request.
An investigation under this part may

be commenced on the basis of a
petition, request, resolution, or motion
as provided for in the statutory
provisions listed in §§ 206.1 and 206.31.
Each petition or request, as the case
maybe, filed by an entity representative
of a domestic industry under this part
shall state clearly on the first page
thereof ““This is a [petition or request]
under section [citing the statutory
provision] and Subpart [B, C, D, E, F, or
G] of part 206 of the rules of practice
and procedure of the United States
International Trade Commission.” A
paper original and eight (8) true paper
copies of a petition, request, resolution,
or motion shall be filed. One copy of
any exhibits, appendices, and
attachments to the document shall be
filed in electronic form on CD-ROM,
DVD, or other portable electronic format
approved by the Secretary.

PART 208—[REMOVED AND
RESERVED]

m 9. Remove and reserve part 208.

Identification of type of petition or

Subchapter D—Special Provisions

m 10. Under the authority of 19 U.S.C.
1335, add subchapter D with the
heading set forth above, and transfer
part 213, consisting of §§213.1 through
213.6, into new subchapter D.

PART 213—TRADE REMEDY
ASSISTANCE

m 11. Revise the authority citation for
part 213 to read as follows:
Authority: 19 U.S.C. 1335, 1339.

m 12. Revise paragraphs (d), (e), (f), and
(g) of §213.2 to read as follows:

§213.2 Definitions.

* * * * *

(d) Technical Assistance. Technical
assistance is informal advice and
assistance, including informal legal
advice, provided under 19 U.S.C.
1339(b) and intended to enable eligible
small businesses to determine the
appropriateness of pursuing particular
trade remedies, to prepare petitions and
complaints and to seek to obtain the
remedies and benefits available under
the trade laws identified in § 213.2(b).
Technical assistance is available to
eligible small businesses at any time
until the completion of administrative
review or of an appeal to the
administering agency regarding
proceedings under the trade laws listed
in § 213.2(b). Technical assistance does
not include legal representation of an
eligible small business or advocacy on
its behalf and receipt of technical
assistance does not ensure that the
recipient will prevail in any trade
remedy proceeding. The Office provides
such technical assistance independently
of other Commission staff but may
consult with other staff as appropriate.

(e) Applicant. An applicant is an
individual, partnership, corporation,
joint venture, trade or other association,
cooperative, group of workers, or
certified or recognized union, or other
entity that applies for technical
assistance under this part.

(f) Eligible small business. An eligible
small business is an applicant that the
Office has determined to be entitled to
technical assistance under 19 U.S.C.
1339(b) in accordance with the SBA size
standards and the procedures set forth
in this part.

(g) SBA size standards. The Office has
adopted for its use SBA size standards,
which are the small business size
standards of the Small Business
Administration set forth in 13 CFR part
121.

m 13. Revise paragraph (a) of § 213.3 to
read as follows:

§213.3 Determination of small business
eligibility.

(a) Application for technical
assistance from small businesses. An
applicant for technical assistance under
19 U.S.C. 1339(b) must certify that it
qualifies as a small business under the
appropriate size standard(s) and that it
is an independently owned and
operated company. An application for
technical assistance is available from
the Office and on the Commission’s
Web site. The application must be
signed under oath by an officer or
principal of the applicant. The
completed application should be
submitted to the Office at the address
set forth in §213.2(a).

* * * * *
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m 14. Revise § 213.6 to read as follows:

§213.6 Information concerning
assistance.

Any person may contact the Office
with questions regarding eligibility for
technical assistance. Summaries of the
trade laws and the SBA size standards
can be obtained by writing to the Trade
Remedy Assistance Office, U.S.
International Trade Commission, 500 E
Street SW., Washington, DC 20436.
Information is also provided on the
Commission’s Web site at http://
www.usitc.gov.

By order of the Commission.
Issued: February 2, 2015.
Lisa R. Barton,
Secretary to the Commission.
[FR Doc. 2015-02388 Filed 2-5-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7020-02-P

EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY
COMMISSION

29 CFR Part 1614
RIN 3046—AB00

Federal Sector Equal Employment
Opportunity

AGENCY: Equal Employment
Opportunity Commission.

ACTION: Advance notice of proposed
rulemaking.

SUMMARY: The Equal Employment
Opportunity Commission (“EEOC” or
“Commission”) is issuing an Advance
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(“ANPRM”) inviting the public to
submit comments regarding the Federal
sector EEO complaint process. The
Commission primarily is interested in
suggestions that will make the process
more efficient and user-friendly, and
more effective in identifying and
redressing prohibited employment
discrimination.

DATES: Comments and suggestions in
response to the Advance Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking must be received
on or before April 7, 2015.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments,
identified by RIN Number, by any of the
following methods:

¢ Federal eRulemaking Portal: http://
www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.

e Fax: (202) 663—4114. (There is no
toll free FAX number). Only comments
of six or fewer pages will be accepted
via FAX transmittal, in order to assure
access to the equipment. Receipt of FAX
transmittals will not be acknowledged,
except that the sender may request
confirmation of receipt by calling the

Executive Secretariat staff at (202) 663—
4070 (voice) or (202) 663—4074 (TTY).
(These are not toll free numbers).

e Mail: Bernadette Wilson, Acting
Executive Officer, Executive Secretariat,
Equal Employment Opportunity
Commission, U.S. Equal Employment
Opportunity Commission, 131 M Street
NE., Washington, DC 20507.

¢ Hand Delivery/Courier: Bernadette
Wilson, Acting Executive Officer,
Executive Secretariat, Equal
Employment Opportunity Commission,
131 M Street NE., Washington, DC
20507.

Instructions: The Commission invites
comments from all interested parties.
All comment submissions must include
the agency name and the Regulatory
Information Number (RIN) for this
ANPRM. Comments need be submitted
in only one of the above-listed methods.
All comments received will be posted
without change to http://
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information you provide.

Comments: For access to the
comments received, go to http://
www.regulations.gov. Copies of the
received comments also will be
available for review by pre-arranged
appointment at the Commission’s
library, 131 M Street NE., Suite
4NWO08R, Washington, DC 20507,
between the hours of 9:30 a.m. and 5
p-m., from April 7, 2015 until the
Commission publishes a Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking (“NPRM”’)
addressing the Federal sector EEO
complaint process.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Thomas J. Schlageter, Assistant Legal
Counsel, (202) 663—-4668, or Gary John
Hozempa, Senior Staff Attorney, (202)
663—4666, or (202) 663-7026 (TTY),
Office of Legal Counsel, U.S. Equal
Employment Opportunity Commission.
(These are not toll free numbers).
Requests for this advance notice in an
alternative format should be made to the
Office of Communications and
Legislative Affairs at (202) 663—4191
(voice) or (202) 663—4494 (TTY). (These
are not toll free numbers).
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: As
discussed more fully below, Federal
sector EEO complaint processing
procedures did not originate with EEOC
in 1979, when EEOC was given
oversight authority over the Federal
sector EEO process. Rather, formal,
regulatory procedures first were
promulgated by the Civil Service
Commission (“CSC”) in 1966, codified
at 5 CFR part 713, and the basic
framework contained in those
procedures was adopted by EEOC in
1979. Although EEOC has revised the

procedures a number of times, the
original structure inherited from the
CSC—counseling, complaint,
investigation, hearing, final agency
action, and appeal—remains.

The CSC’s complaint processing
scheme was not created in a vacuum.
Rather, the CSC developed its
procedures based on those established
in a series of Executive Orders issued by
Presidents Roosevelt through Nixon.
The first administrative system for
resolving Federal sector EEO complaints
was created in Executive Order (“E.O.”)
8802 (June 25, 1941). Among other
things, U.S. agencies involved in
“defense production” were ordered to
administer their programs “without
discrimination because of race, creed,
color, or national origin.” The Order, as
amended by E.O. 9346 (May 27, 1943),
established a Committee on Fair
Employment Practice whose function
was to formulate policy, promulgate
rules and regulations, investigate EEO
complaints and make findings of fact,
conduct hearings, and provide relief
when appropriate. As can be seen, many
of the element’s in today’s Federal
sector EEO complaint process were
created more than 70 years ago.

E.O. 9980 (July 26, 1948) expanded
the reach of the Federal Government’s
EEO policy to include “all departments
and agencies of the executive branch

. . The Order created within each
agency the position of “Fair
Employment Officer” (“FEO”), the
precursor to today’s Director of Equal
Employment Opportunity (“EEO
Director”). The E.O. also introduced an
appeal stage, wherein a complainant
could appeal the decision of the agency
head to the Fair Employment Board
(“Board”’) of the CSC. The Board was
empowered to “make
recommendations” to the agency head.
The Board also was given the authority
to promulgate “necessary” rules and
regulations and coordinate EEO policies
and procedures among the agencies.

Over the next 20 years, the CSC’s
authority over the Federal sector EEO
process was modified by subsequent
Presidents. E.O. 10590 (January 18,
1955), as amended, explicitly
superseded E.O. 9980, abolished the
CSC’s Board, and replaced it with a
“President’s Committee.” The position
of FEO was replaced with an
“Employment Policy Officer,” who, like
a current EEO Director, is “outside of
the division handling the personnel
matters of the . . . agency” and “under
the immediate supervision of the head
of his department or agency.” A
complainant could appeal an agency
final decision to the President’s
Committee, which could issue an
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advisory opinion. The CSC retained the
authority to issue “necessary”
regulations.

E.O. 11246 (September 24, 1965), as
amended, explicitly superseded all
previous E.O.’s regarding the Federal
sector EEO process and returned
oversight authority to the CSC. In
addition, the CSC was directed to
establish a complaint processing
procedure that included ““at least one
impartial review with the executive
department or agency and [an] appeal to
the Civil Service Commission.” 1 In
response, and as noted above, the CSC
issued its first formal complaint
processing regulations in 1966.
Selectively adopting procedures from
the various E.O.’s, CSC’s regulations
required that a complaint be filed with
and investigated by the agency alleged
to have engaged in discrimination, that
an agency offer the complainant a
hearing, and that the agency issue a
final decision on the complaint. A
complainant could appeal an agency’s
final decision to the CSC. E.O. 11478
(August 8, 1969) directed agencies to
“provide access to counseling for
employees who feel aggrieved and shall
encourage the resolution of employee
problems on an informal basis.”” 2 Thus,
CSC revised its regulations to include
counseling and informal resolution.

In 1972, the Equal Opportunity Act of
1972 was enacted, amending Title VII of
the Civil Rights Act of 1964. New
section 717(a) provided that “all
personnel actions affecting employees
or applicants for employment” in the
executive branch (with some exclusions
and additions) ““shall be free from any
discrimination based on race, color,
religion, sex, or national origin.”
Importantly, section 717(c) gave Federal
employees the right to file de novo suit
in Federal court once administrative
remedies had been exhausted. While the
Act was being debated, some members
of Congress criticized the CSC’s
administrative EEO complaint process,
noting the conflict of interest inherent
in an agency investigating itself and
determining whether it had engaged in
prohibited discrimination, and the lack
of confidence Federal employees had in
its effectiveness. See S. Rpt. 92—416 at
14, H. Rpt. 92-238 at 23—24. The Senate
Report stated that “[o]ne feature of the
present equal employment opportunity
program which deserves special

1E.0. 11375 (October 13, 1967) added sex as a
prohibited basis.

2In subsequent Executive Orders, additional
bases of discrimination were added to E.O. 11478:
handicap and age (E.O. 12106 (December 28, 1978));
sexual orientation (E.O. 13087 (May 28, 1998));
status as a parent (E.O. 13152 (May 2, 2000)); and,
gender identity (E.O. 13672 (July 21, 2014)).

scrutiny by the Civil Service
Commission is the complaint process.”
Furthermore, one version of section
717(b) transferred administrative
oversight of the Federal sector EEO
complaint process from the CSC to
EEOC. The final bill, however, retained
oversight authority in the CSC. In
October 1972, the CSC revised its
regulations at 5 CFR part 713, adding
provisions to reflect that a Federal
complainant who had filed an
administrative EEO complaint had the
right to file a civil action in an
appropriate United States District Court.

The Civil Service Reform Act of 1978
abolished the CSC and created in its
place the Office of Personnel
Management. The Act also created the
Merit Systems Protection Board
(“MSPB”’), the Federal Labor Relations
Authority, and the Office of Special
Counsel. Pursuant to the Reform Act,
Reorganization Plan No. 1 of 1978, and
E.O. 12106 (December 28, 1978), the
CSC’s functions under section 717 of
Title VII were transferred to EEOC
effective January 1, 1979. At the same
time, EEOC was given enforcement
responsibility regarding the provisions
applicable to Federal employees
contained in the Equal Pay Act of 1963,
the Age Discrimination in Employment
Act of 1967, and the Rehabilitation Act
of 1973.

Pursuant to E.O. 12106, EEOC was
made “‘responsible for directing and
furthering the implementation of the
Policy of the Government of the United
States to provide equal employment
opportunity in Federal employment for
all employees and applicants for
employment * * * and to prohibit
discrimination in employment because
of race, color, religion, sex, national
origin, handicap, or age.” The Order
directed EEOC, “after consultation with
all affected departments and agencies,”
to “issue such rules, regulations, orders,
and instructions and request such
information from the affected
departments and agencies as it deems
necessary and appropriate to carry out
[E.O. 12106].”

At the time of the transfer of functions
from the CSC to EEOG, EEOC adopted
CSC’s complaint processing procedures,
only making changes to reflect EEOC’s
oversight authority. Thus, for example,
an administrative hearing was held
before an EEOC “Complaints Examiner”
(now referred to as an Administrative
Judge (““AJ’)), and a complainant could
appeal an agency final decision to
EEOC’s “Office of Review and Appeals”
(now called the Office of Federal
Operations). Thus, CSC’s basic
complaint processing structure—
counseling, filing of complaint with the

agency accused of discrimination,
investigation of the complaint by that
agency, a hearing at complainant’s
request, an agency final decision, and an
optional appeal—remained intact.3

EEOC’s regulations were codified at
29 CFR part 1613. EEOC amended part
1613 in 1980 to authorize agencies to
award attorney’s fees and costs to
prevailing complainants. In 1983, EEOC
and the MSPB added mixed case
complaint procedures to their respective
regulations, at 29 CFR part 1613 and 5
CFR part 1201, respectively.

In 1987, EEOC enacted additional,
minor revisions to part 1613. Among
other things, a provision was added
requiring an agency to notify an
aggrieved person of the election of
remedies pertaining to filing an EEO
complaint, an appeal with MSPB, or a
grievance under a collective bargaining
agreement. Official time for
complainants to prepare and pursue
complaints was addressed. The EEOC’s
then private sector policy statement on
remedies and relief was incorporated
into the Federal sector process.

In 1992, EEOC issue(Fa final rule
abolishing 29 CFR part 1613 (except
with respect to complaints filed before
a certain date), and replaced it with 29
CFR part 1614. While EEOC made
significant changes to many parts of the
complaint process, the basic structure
inherited from the CSC remained.

In 1995, EEOC established a Federal
Sector Workgroup which evaluated the
complaint process and made numerous
recommendations for reform. The
Commission published a Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking in 1998,
proposing many of the Workgroup
recommendations, including requiring
alternative dispute resolution
(hereinafter “ADR”) during the
counseling and investigative stages, and
making an AJ decision final. In their
comments, agencies contended that
EEOC could not make an AJ decision
final because section 717 of Title VII
gives an agency the right to take final
action on an administrative EEO
complaint. Consequently, the Final
Rule, published in 1999, while retaining
the ADR requirements, provided an
agency with the opportunity to issue a
notice of final action after receiving an
AJ decision. That final action was not
termed a decision, but it allowed an
agency to indicate whether it would
fully implement the decision of the AJ.
If not, the agency was required to file an
appeal with EEOC.

3 Although E.O. 12106 revised E.O. 11478 to
eliminate the counseling and informal resolution
language of E.O. 11478, EEOC chose not to drop
these components when it adopted the CSC
regulations.
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EEOC established another Federal
Sector Workgroup in 2004, again to
consider ways in which to improve the
Federal sector EEO complaint process.
The Workgroup failed to reach internal
consensus for large scale revisions, but
did reach agreement on several discrete
changes that clarified and built upon the
improvements made by the last major
revisions in 1999. The resulting final
rule was published on July 25, 2012. See
77 FR 43498. One revision authorizes
EEOQ, after it reviews an agency
program for compliance with EEOC
rules and directives, to issue a notice to
an agency when non-compliance is
found and not corrected. Another
revision allows an agency to seek
approval from EEOC to conduct a
complaint processing pilot project. An
AJ’s decision on the merits of a class
complaint was made final in the revised
regulation, which meant that an agency
could implement it or appeal.
Additionally, there is now a provision
which requires an agency that has not
completed its investigation of a
complaint in a timely manner to notify
the complainant that the investigative
period has expired and that, as a result,
the complainant has an immediate right
to request a hearing or file a civil action.

As previously noted, although the
Federal sector EEO complaint process
has undergone various permutations
over the last seven decades, certain
procedures, once introduced, have
remained. The Truman administration,
for example, introduced agency self-
investigation and the opportunity to
appeal an agency decision to an outside
entity. The Eisenhower administration
created the hearing and required an
agency to appoint an EEO Officer who
worked outside the personnel office and
was under the immediate supervision of
the agency head. Under President
Nixon, pre-complaint counseling was
established. Thus, when the CSC issued
its last regulations in 1972, the Federal
sector complaint process consisted of a
combination of requirements first
introduced in the various Executive
Orders and certain rights provided by
section 717 of Title VIL

In this regard, when most of the
Executive Orders discussed above were
issued, EEOC either did not exist or did
not have oversight authority for the
Federal sector. Questions that the
Commission wishes the public to
explore and answer in response to this
ANPRM are as follows:

1. If EEOC were to create a new
Federal sector EEOC complaint process,
what current elements would you retain
or remove, and what new elements
would you introduce?

a. With respect to a current element
you believe should be retained, in what
way does that element provide value,
efficiency, or fairness?

b. With respect to a current element
you believe should be removed, how
will its removal improve the process for
the complainant, the agency, or both?

¢. With respect to a new element, why
should it be included, and how will it
improve the process for the
complainant, the agency, or both?

2. Should the process include an
investigative stage?

a. Should agency personnel
investigate complaints filed against the
agency?

b. Should agencies pick from a pool
of investigators made up of in-house
personnel from various agencies so that
no agency is investigated by one of its
own investigators?

¢. Should investigators employed by
EEOC conduct all investigations, similar
to the process EEOC uses when an
aggrieved individual from the private
sector files a charge of employment
discrimination with EEOC?

3. Should the hearing stage be
retained?

a. If the hearing stage is retained as a
matter of right, should the
administrative hearing take place after
an investigation?

b. If there is a hearing, should the
hearing be a continuation of the
investigative process, as it is now, or
should the hearing be adversarial in
nature, such as those conducted by the
MSPB?

c. Should there be a hearing as of right
only as an alternative to an
investigation?

d. Should a hearing always be
discretionary, and if so, at whose
discretion?

4. What time limits should be
imposed at various stages of the
process?

a. How many days should a
complainant have to contact a counselor
from the date of the alleged
discriminatory matter?

b. How many days should a
complainant have to file a complaint
following the conclusion of counseling?

c. If there is an investigative stage,
within how many days should the
investigation be completed?

d. How many days should a
complainant and agency have to file an
appeal from an agency final action?

5. What standard of review should
apply when EEOC considers an appeal?
a. What standard of review should
apply when there is a hearing decision?

b. What standard of review should
apply when there is only an agency
decision?

6. How can the Commission continue
to enhance its ability to ensure agencies’
compliance with Federal sector equal
employment opportunity requirements
and the Federal sector EEO complaint
process?

a. For example, pursuant to 29 CFR
1614.102(e), should the EEOC conduct
Commission meetings from time to time
to review agencies’ compliance efforts?

b. Also, for example, as part of the
complaint process, should the
Commissioners from time to time hear
arguments on appeals from final agency
actions?

c. What value would these and any
other related ideas bring to the Federal
sector complaint process?

7. When discrimination is found,
what enforcement mechanisms can
EEOC use to ensure agency compliance?

The above questions are not meant to
be exhaustive and, in fact, only touch
upon the many issues and stages of the
current complaint process. Therefore,
EEOC is interested in any ideas and
comments regarding all aspects of the
process. In this regard, EEOC will
consider comments that advocate
abolition of all or part of the current
system coupled with ideas for a
replacement system, as well as
comments from those who believe that
only a few changes are necessary in
order to improve the Federal sector
complaint process.

In drafting comments, stakeholders
and other members of the public should
keep in mind the requirements imposed
by section 717 of Title VII, which
cannot be altered or discarded. This
means for example, that any
administrative process must include
agency final action on a complaint and
the opportunity for a complainant to
appeal the agency’s final action to
EEOC. Additionally, a complainant’s
right to file a civil action and the time
limits applicable to that right cannot be
changed. Comments advocating that
EEOC retain any non-mandated feature
of the current process should be based
on a fresh assessment of the extent to
which that element has served to
advance the policy goals and purposes
of the EEO statutes.

For the Commission,
Dated: January 30, 2015.
Jenny R. Yang,
Chair.
[FR Doc. 2015-02330 Filed 2-5-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6570-01-P
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52

[EPA-R03-OAR-2014-0910; FRL-9922-43—-
Region 3]

Approval and Promulgation of Air
Quality Implementation Plans;
Pennsylvania; Infrastructure
Requirements for the 2008 Ozone, 2010
Nitrogen Dioxide, 2010 Sulfur Dioxide,
and 2012 Fine Particulate Matter
National Ambient Air Quality
Standards

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) is proposing to approve
portions of four State Implementation
Plan (SIP) revision submittals from the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
pursuant to the Clean Air Act (CAA).
Whenever new or revised national
ambient air quality standards (NAAQS)
are promulgated, the CAA requires
states to submit a plan for the
implementation, maintenance, and
enforcement of such NAAQS. The plan
is required to address basic program
elements, including, but not limited to,
regulatory structure, monitoring,
modeling, legal authority, and adequate
resources necessary to assure attainment
and maintenance of the standards.
These elements are referred to as
infrastructure requirements.
Pennsylvania has made four separate
submittals addressing the infrastructure
requirements for the 2008 ozone, the
2010 nitrogen dioxide (NO>), the 2010
sulfur dioxide (SO), and the 2012 fine
particulate matter (PM,s) NAAQS. In
this rulemaking action, EPA is
proposing to approve, in accordance
with the requirements of the CAA, the
four infrastructure SIP submissions with
the exception of some portions of the
submittals addressing visibility
protection.

DATES: Written comments must be
received on or before March 9, 2015.

ADDRESSES: Submit your comments,
identified by Docket ID Number EPA—
R03-0OAR-2014-0910 by one of the
following methods:

A. www.regulations.gov. Follow the
on-line instructions for submitting
comments.

B. Email: fernandez.cristina@epa.gov.

C. Mail: EPA-R03-OAR-2014-0910,
Cristina Fernandez, Associate Director,
Office of Air Program Planning,
Mailcode 3AP30, U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency, Region III, 1650

Arch Street, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania
19103.

D. Hand Delivery: At the previously-
listed EPA Region Il address. Such
deliveries are only accepted during the
Docket’s normal hours of operation, and
special arrangements should be made
for deliveries of boxed information.

Instructions: Direct your comments to
Docket ID No. EPA-R03-OAR-2014—
0910. EPA’s policy is that all comments
received will be included in the public
docket without change, and may be
made available online at
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information provided, unless
the comment includes information
claimed to be Confidential Business
Information (CBI) or other information
whose disclosure is restricted by statute.
Do not submit information that you
consider to be CBI or otherwise
protected through www.regulations.gov
or email. The www.regulations.gov Web
site is an “‘anonymous access’’ system,
which means EPA will not know your
identity or contact information unless
you provide it in the body of your
comment. If you send an email
comment directly to EPA without going
through www.regulations.gov, your
email address will be automatically
captured and included as part of the
comment that is placed in the public
docket and made available on the
Internet. If you submit an electronic
comment, EPA recommends that you
include your name and other contact
information in the body of your
comment and with any disk or CD-ROM
you submit. If EPA cannot read your
comment due to technical difficulties
and cannot contact you for clarification,
EPA may not be able to consider your
comment. Electronic files should avoid
the use of special characters, any form
of encryption, and be free of any defects
or viruses.

Docket: All documents in the
electronic docket are listed in the
www.regulations.gov index. Although
listed in the index, some information is
not publicly available, i.e., CBI or other
information whose disclosure is
restricted by statute. Certain other
material, such as copyrighted material,
is not placed on the Internet and will be
publicly available only in hard copy
form. Publicly available docket
materials are available either
electronically in www.regulations.gov or
in hard copy during normal business
hours at the Air Protection Division,
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,
Region III, 1650 Arch Street,
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19103.
Copies of the State submittals are
available at the Pennsylvania
Department of Environmental

Protection, Bureau of Air Quality
Control, P.O. Box 8468, 400 Market
Street, Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17105.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ruth Knapp (215) 814-2191, or by email
at knapp.ruth@epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Background

On March 27, 2008 (73 FR 16436),
EPA promulgated a revised NAAQS for
ozone based on 8-hour average
concentrations. EPA revised the level of
the 8-hour ozone NAAQS from 0.08
parts per million (ppm) to 0.075 ppm.
On February 9, 2010 (75 FR 6474), EPA
established a new 1-hour primary
NAAQS for NO, at a level of 100 parts
per billion (ppb), based on a 3-year
average of the 98th percentile of the
yearly distribution of 1-hour daily
maximum concentrations. On June 22,
2010 (75 FR 35520), EPA promulgated a
revised NAAQS for SO, at a level of 75
ppb, based on a 3-year average of the
annual 99th percentile of 1-hour daily
maximum concentrations. On December
14, 2012, EPA promulgated a revised
primary NAAQS for PMs s for the
annual standard. The revised standard
was set at the level of 12 micrograms per
cubic meter (ug/m3) calculated as the
annual average which is averaged over
a three year period. This specific
NAAQS will be referred to as the 2012
PM, s NAAQS.

Pursuant to section 110(a)(1) of the
CAA, states are required to submit SIPs
meeting the applicable requirements of
section 110(a)(2) within three years after
promulgation of a new or revised
NAAQS or within such shorter period
as EPA may prescribe. Section 110(a)(2)
requires states to address basic SIP
elements such as requirements for
monitoring, basic program
requirements, and legal authority that
are designed to assure attainment and
maintenance of the NAAQS. Section
110(a) imposes the obligation upon
states to make a SIP submission to EPA
for a new or revised NAAQS, but the
contents of that submission may vary
depending upon the facts and
circumstances. In particular, the data
and analytical tools available at the time
the state develops and submits the SIP
for a new or revised NAAQS affects the
content of the submission. The content
of such SIP submission may also vary
depending upon what provisions the
state’s existing SIP already contains.

More specifically, section 110(a)(1)
provides the procedural and timing
requirements for SIPs. Section 110(a)(2)
lists specific elements that states must
meet for “infrastructure” SIP
requirements related to a newly


mailto:fernandez.cristina@epa.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
mailto:knapp.ruth@epa.gov

Federal Register/Vol. 80, No. 25/Friday, February 6, 2015/Proposed Rules

6673

established or revised NAAQS. As
mentioned earlier, these requirements
include basic SIP elements such as
requirements for monitoring, basic
program requirements, and legal
authority that are designed to assure
attainment and maintenance of the
NAAQS.

II. Summary of State Submittals

The Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
through the Pennsylvania Department of
Environmental Protection (PADEP)
submitted four separate revisions to its
SIP to satisfy the requirements of
section 110(a)(2) of the CAA for the
different NAAQS. On July 15, 2014,
PADEP submitted SIP revisions
addressing the infrastructure
requirements for the 2008 ozone, 2010
NO,, 2010 SO, as well as the 2012 PM, 5
NAAQS. Each of the infrastructure SIP
revisions addressed the following
infrastructure elements for the
applicable NAAQS which EPA is
proposing to approve: Section
110(a)(2)(A), (B), (C), (D)E)ID)
(prevention of significant
deterioration(PSD)), (D)(ii), (E), (F), (G),
(H), 0, (K), (L), and (M). The four
infrastructure SIP submittals do not
address section 110(a)(2)(D)(1)(I), which
pertains to interstate transport of
emissions, nor section 110(a)(2)(I),
which pertains to the nonattainment
requirements of part D, Title I of the
CAA, because this element, section
110(a)(2)(1), is not required to be
submitted by the 3 year submission
deadline of CAA section 110(a)(1) and
will be addressed in a separate process,
if necessary for the respective NAAQS.
The Pennsylvania infrastructure SIP
submittals included provisions
addressing section 110(a)(2)(D)(i)(II)
(visibility protection). However, EPA is
not taking action on the portion of the
SIP submittals addressing
110(a)(2)(D)(1)(IT) (visibility protection)
at this time and will take later separate
action on the portion of the
infrastructure SIP submittals addressing
this element for the four NAAQS.

III. EPA’s Approach To Review
Infrastructure SIPs

EPA is acting upon the
Commonwealth’s SIP submissions that
address the infrastructure requirements
of section 110(a)(1) and (2) of the CAA
for the 2008 ozone, the 2010 NO,, the
2010 SO,, and the 2012 PM, s NAAQS.
The requirement for states to make a SIP
submission of this type arises out of
section 110(a)(1). Pursuant to section
110(a)(1), states must make SIP
submissions “within 3 years (or such
shorter period as the Administrator may
prescribe) after the promulgation of a

national primary ambient air quality
standard (or any revision thereof),” and
these SIP submissions are to provide for
the “implementation, maintenance, and
enforcement” of such NAAQS. The
statute directly imposes on states the
duty to make these SIP submissions,
and the requirement to make the
submissions is not conditioned upon
EPA’s taking any action other than
promulgating a new or revised NAAQS.
Section 110(a)(2) includes a list of
specific elements that “[e]lach such
plan” submission must address.

EPA has historically referred to these
SIP submissions made for the purpose
of satisfying the requirements of section
110(a)(1) and (2) as “‘infrastructure SIP”
submissions. Although the term
“infrastructure SIP”’ does not appear in
the CAA, EPA uses the term to
distinguish this particular type of SIP
submission from submissions that are
intended to satisfy other SIP
requirements under the CAA, such as
“nonattainment SIP” or “attainment
plan SIP” submissions to address the
nonattainment planning requirements of
part D of Title I of the CAA, “regional
haze SIP” submissions required by EPA
rule to address the visibility protection
requirements of section 169A of the
CAA, and nonattainment new source
review permit program submissions to
address the permit requirements of
CAA, Title I, part D.

Section 110(a)(1) addresses the timing
and general requirements for
infrastructure SIP submissions and
section 110(a)(2) provides more details
concerning the required contents of
these submissions. The list of required
elements provided in section 110(a)(2)
contains a wide variety of disparate
provisions, some of which pertain to
required legal authority, some of which
pertain to required substantive program
provisions, and some of which pertain
to requirements for both authority and
substantive program provisions.! EPA
therefore believes that while the timing
requirement in section 110(a)(1) is
unambiguous, some of the other
statutory provisions are ambiguous. In
particular, EPA believes that the list of
required elements for infrastructure SIP
submissions provided in section
110(a)(2) contains ambiguities
concerning what is required for

1For example: Section 110(a)(2)(E)(i) provides

that states must provide assurances that they have
adequate legal authority under state and local law
to carry out the SIP; Section 110(a)(2)(C) provides
that states must have a SIP-approved program to
address certain sources as required by part C of
Title I of the CAA; and section 110(a)(2)(G) provides
that states must have legal authority to address
emergencies as well as contingency plans that are
triggered in the event of such emergencies.

inclusion in an infrastructure SIP
submission.

The following examples of
ambiguities illustrate the need for EPA
to interpret some section 110(a)(1) and
section 110(a)(2) requirements with
respect to infrastructure SIP
submissions for a given new or revised
NAAQS. One example of ambiguity is
that section 110(a)(2) requires that
“each” SIP submission must meet the
list of requirements therein, while EPA
has long noted that this literal reading
of the statute is internally inconsistent
and would create a conflict with the
nonattainment provisions in part D of
Title I of the CAA, which specifically
address nonattainment SIP
requirements.2 Section 110(a)(2)(I)
pertains to nonattainment SIP
requirements and part D addresses
when attainment plan SIP submissions
to address nonattainment area
requirements are due. For example,
section 172(b) requires EPA to establish
a schedule for submission of such plans
for certain pollutants when the
Administrator promulgates the
designation of an area as nonattainment,
and section 107(d)(1)(B) allows up to
two years or in some cases three years,
for such designations to be
promulgated.? This ambiguity illustrates
that rather than apply all the stated
requirements of section 110(a)(2) in a
strict literal sense, EPA must determine
which provisions of section 110(a)(2)
are applicable for a particular
infrastructure SIP submission.

Another example of ambiguity within
section 110(a)(1) and (2) with respect to
infrastructure SIPs pertains to whether
states must meet all of the infrastructure
SIP requirements in a single SIP
submission, and whether EPA must act
upon such SIP submission in a single
action. Although section 110(a)(1)
directs states to submit ““‘a plan” to meet
these requirements, EPA interprets the
CAA to allow states to make multiple
SIP submissions separately addressing
infrastructure SIP elements for the same
NAAQS. If states elect to make such
multiple SIP submissions to meet the

2 See, e.g., “Rule To Reduce Interstate Transport
of Fine Particulate Matter and Ozone (Clean Air
Interstate Rule); Revisions to Acid Rain Program;
Revisions to the NOx SIP Call; Final Rule,” 70 FR
25162, at 25163—-65 (May 12, 2005) (explaining
relationship between timing requirement of section
110(a)(2)(D) versus section 110(a)(2)(I)).

3EPA notes that this ambiguity within section
110(a)(2) is heightened by the fact that various
subparts of part D set specific dates for submission
of certain types of SIP submissions in designated
nonattainment areas for various pollutants. Note,
e.g., that section 182(a)(1) provides specific dates
for submission of emissions inventories for the
ozone NAAQS. Some of these specific dates are
necessarily later than three years after promulgation
of the new or revised NAAQS.
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infrastructure SIP requirements, EPA
can elect to act on such submissions
either individually or in a larger
combined action.? Similarly, EPA
interprets the CAA to allow it to take
action on the individual parts of one
larger, comprehensive infrastructure SIP
submission for a given NAAQS without
concurrent action on the entire
submission. For example, EPA has
sometimes elected to act at different
times on various elements and sub-
elements of the same infrastructure SIP
submission.5

Ambiguities within section 110(a)(1)
and (2) may also arise with respect to
infrastructure SIP submission
requirements for different NAAQS.
Thus, EPA notes that not every element
of section 110(a)(2) would be relevant,
or as relevant, or relevant in the same
way, for each new or revised NAAQS.
The states’ attendant infrastructure SIP
submissions for each NAAQS therefore
could be different. For example, the
monitoring requirements that a state
might need to meet in its infrastructure
SIP submission for purposes of section
110(a)(2)(B) could be very different for
different pollutants, because the content
and scope of a state’s infrastructure SIP
submission to meet this element might
be very different for an entirely new
NAAQS than for a minor revision to an
existing NAAQS.®

EPA notes that interpretation of
section 110(a)(2) is also necessary when
EPA reviews other types of SIP
submissions required under the CAA.
Therefore, as with infrastructure SIP
submissions, EPA also has to identify

4 See, e.g., “Approval and Promulgation of
Implementation Plans; New Mexico; Revisions to
the New Source Review (NSR) State
Implementation Plan (SIP); Prevention of
Significant Deterioration (PSD) and Nonattainment
New Source Review (NNSR) Permitting,” 78 FR
4339 (January 22, 2013) (EPA’s final action
approving the structural PSD elements of the New
Mexico SIP submitted by the State separately to
meet the requirements of EPA’s 2008 PM, s NSR
rule), and “Approval and Promulgation of Air
Quality Implementation Plans; New Mexico;
Infrastructure and Interstate Transport
Requirements for the 2006 PM> s NAAQS,” 78 FR
4337 (January 22, 2013) (EPA’s final action on the
infrastructure SIP for the 2006 PM, s NAAQS).

50n December 14, 2007, the State of Tennessee,
through the Tennessee Department of Environment
and Conservation, made a SIP revision to EPA
demonstrating that the State meets the requirements
of sections 110(a)(1) and (2). EPA proposed action
for infrastructure SIP elements (C) and (J) on
January 23, 2012 (77 FR 3213) and took final action
on March 14, 2012 (77 FR 14976). On April 16,
2012 (77 FR 22533) and July 23, 2012 (77 FR
42997), EPA took separate proposed and final
actions on all other section 110(a)(2) infrastructure
SIP elements of Tennessee’s December 14, 2007
submittal.

6 For example, implementation of the 1997 PM, s
NAAQS required the deployment of a system of
new monitors to measure ambient levels of that new
indicator species for the new NAAQS.

and interpret the relevant elements of
section 110(a)(2) that logically apply to
these other types of SIP submissions.
For example, section 172(c)(7) requires
attainment plan SIP submissions
required by part D to meet the
“applicable requirements” of section
110(a)(2); thus, attainment plan SIP
submissions must meet the
requirements of section 110(a)(2)(A)
regarding enforceable emission limits
and control measures and section
110(a)(2)(E)(i) regarding air agency
resources and authority. By contrast, it
is clear that attainment plan SIP
submissions required by part D would
not need to meet the portion of section
110(a)(2)(C) that pertains to the PSD
program required in part C of Title I of
the CAA, because PSD does not apply
to a pollutant for which an area is
designated nonattainment and thus
subject to part D planning requirements.
As this example illustrates, each type of
SIP submission may implicate some
elements of section 110(a)(2) but not
others.

Given the potential for ambiguity in
some of the statutory language of section
110(a)(1) and section 110(a)(2), EPA
believes that it is appropriate to
interpret the ambiguous portions of
section 110(a)(1) and section 110(a)(2)
in the context of acting on a particular
SIP submission. In other words, EPA
assumes that Congress could not have
intended that each and every SIP
submission, regardless of the NAAQS in
question or the history of SIP
development for the relevant pollutant,
would meet each of the requirements, or
meet each of them in the same way.
Therefore, EPA has adopted an
approach under which it reviews
infrastructure SIP submissions against
the list of elements in section 110(a)(2),
but only to the extent each element
applies for that particular NAAQS.

Historically, EPA has elected to use
guidance documents to make
recommendations to states for
infrastructure SIPs, in some cases
conveying needed interpretations on
newly arising issues and in some cases
conveying interpretations that have
already been developed and applied to
individual SIP submissions for
particular elements.” EPA most recently
issued guidance for infrastructure SIPs
on September 13, 2013 (2013

7EPA notes, however, that nothing in the CAA
requires EPA to provide guidance or to promulgate
regulations for infrastructure SIP submissions. The
CAA directly applies to states and requires the
submission of infrastructure SIP submissions,
regardless of whether or not EPA provides guidance
or regulations pertaining to such submissions. EPA
elects to issue such guidance in order to assist
states, as appropriate.

Guidance).8 EPA developed this
document to provide states with up-to-
date guidance for infrastructure SIPs for
any new or revised NAAQS. Within this
guidance, EPA describes the duty of
states to make infrastructure SIP
submissions to meet basic structural SIP
requirements within three years of
promulgation of a new or revised
NAAQS. EPA also made
recommendations about many specific
subsections of section 110(a)(2) that are
relevant in the context of infrastructure
SIP submissions.? The guidance also
discusses the substantively important
issues that are germane to certain
subsections of section 110(a)(2). EPA
interprets section 110(a)(1) and (2) such
that infrastructure SIP submissions need
to address certain issues and need not
address others. Accordingly, EPA
reviews each infrastructure SIP
submission for compliance with the
applicable statutory provisions of
section 110(a)(2), as appropriate.

As an example, section 110(a)(2)(E)(ii)
is a required element of section
110(a)(2) for infrastructure SIP
submissions. Under this element, a state
must meet the substantive requirements
of section 128, which pertain to state
boards that approve permits or
enforcement orders and heads of
executive agencies with similar powers.
Thus, EPA reviews infrastructure SIP
submissions to ensure that the state’s
SIP appropriately addresses the
requirements of section 110(a)(2)(E)(ii)
and section 128. The 2013 Guidance
explains EPA’s interpretation that there
may be a variety of ways by which states
can appropriately address these
substantive statutory requirements,
depending on the structure of an
individual state’s permitting or
enforcement program (e.g., whether
permits and enforcement orders are
approved by a multi-member board or
by a head of an executive agency).
However, they are addressed by the
state, the substantive requirements of

8 “Guidance on Infrastructure State
Implementation Plan (SIP) Elements under Clean
Air Act Sections 110(a)(1) and 110(a)(2),”
Memorandum from Stephen D. Page, September 13,
2013.

9EPA’s September 13, 2013, guidance did not
make recommendations with respect to
infrastructure SIP submissions to address Section
110(a)(2)(D)({)(I). EPA issued the guidance shortly
after the U.S. Supreme Court agreed to review the
DC Circuit decision in EME Homer City, 696 F.3d
7 (D.C. Cir. 2012) which had interpreted the
requirements of section 110(a)(2)(D)({)(I). In light of
the uncertainty created by ongoing litigation, EPA
elected not to provide additional guidance on the
requirements of section 110(a)(2)(D)(i)(I) at that
time. As the guidance is neither binding nor
required by statute, whether EPA elects to provide
guidance on a particular section has no impact on
a state’s CAA obligations.
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Section 128 are necessarily included in
EPA’s evaluation of infrastructure SIP
submissions because section
110(a)(2)(E)(ii) explicitly requires that
the state satisfy the provisions of section
128.

As another example, EPA’s review of
infrastructure SIP submissions with
respect to the PSD program
requirements in section 110(a)(2)(C),
(D)(i)(I1), and (J) focuses upon the
structural PSD program requirements
contained in part C and EPA’s PSD
regulations. Structural PSD program
requirements include provisions
necessary for the PSD program to
address all regulated sources and NSR
pollutants, including Green House
Gases (GHGs). By contrast, structural
PSD program requirements do not
include provisions that are not required
under EPA’s regulations at 40 CFR
51.166 but are merely available as an
option for the state, such as the option
to provide grandfathering of complete
permit applications with respect to the
PM, s NAAQS. Accordingly, the latter
optional provisions are types of
provisions EPA considers irrelevant in
the context of an infrastructure SIP
action.

For other section 110(a)(2) elements,
however, EPA’s review of a state’s
infrastructure SIP submission focuses
on assuring that the state’s SIP meets
basic structural requirements. For
example, section 110(a)(2)(C) includes,
inter alia, the requirement that states
have a program to regulate minor new
sources. Thus, EPA evaluates whether
the state has an EPA-approved minor
new source review program and
whether the program addresses the
pollutants relevant to that NAAQS. In
the context of acting on an
infrastructure SIP submission, however,
EPA does not think it is necessary to
conduct a review of each and every
provision of a state’s existing minor
source program (i.e., already in the
existing SIP) for compliance with the
requirements of the CAA and EPA’s
regulations that pertain to such
programs.

With respect to certain other issues,
EPA does not believe that an action on
a state’s infrastructure SIP submission is
necessarily the appropriate type of
action in which to address possible
deficiencies in a state’s existing SIP.
These issues include: (i) Existing
provisions related to excess emissions
from sources during periods of startup,
shutdown, or malfunction (SSM) that
may be contrary to the CAA and EPA’s
policies addressing such excess
emissions; (ii) existing provisions
related to ‘““director’s variance” or
“director’s discretion” that may be

contrary to the CAA because they
purport to allow revisions to SIP-
approved emissions limits while
limiting public process or not requiring
further approval by EPA; and (iii)
existing provisions for PSD programs
that may be inconsistent with current
requirements of EPA’s “Final NSR
Improvement Rule,” 67 FR 80186
(December 31, 2002), as amended by 72
FR 32526 (June 13, 2007) (NSR Reform).
Thus, EPA believes it may approve an
infrastructure SIP submission without
scrutinizing the totality of the existing
SIP for such potentially deficient
provisions and may approve the
submission even if it is aware of such
existing provisions.0 It is important to
note that EPA’s approval of a state’s
infrastructure SIP submission should
not be construed as explicit or implicit
re-approval of any existing potentially
deficient provisions that relate to the
three specific issues just described.

EPA’s approach to review of
infrastructure SIP submissions is to
identify the CAA requirements that are
logically applicable to that submission.
EPA believes that this approach to the
review of a particular infrastructure SIP
submission is appropriate, because it
would not be reasonable to read the
general requirements of section
110(a)(1) and the list of elements in
section 110(a)(2) as requiring review of
each and every provision of a state’s
existing SIP against all requirements in
the CAA and EPA regulations merely for
purposes of assuring that the state in
question has the basic structural
elements for a functioning SIP for a new
or revised NAAQS. Because SIPs have
grown by accretion over the decades as
statutory and regulatory requirements
under the CAA have evolved, they may
include some outmoded provisions and
historical artifacts. These provisions,
while not fully up to date, nevertheless
may not pose a significant problem for
the purposes of “implementation,
maintenance, and enforcement” of a
new or revised NAAQS when EPA
evaluates adequacy of the infrastructure
SIP submission. EPA believes that a
better approach is for states and EPA to
focus attention on those elements of
section 110(a)(2) of the CAA most likely
to warrant a specific SIP revision due to
the promulgation of a new or revised
NAAQS or other factors.

10By contrast, EPA notes that if a state were to
include a new provision in an infrastructure SIP
submission that contained a legal deficiency, such
as a new exemption for excess emissions during
SSM events, then EPA would need to evaluate that
provision for compliance against the rubric of
applicable CAA requirements in the context of the
action on the infrastructure SIP.

For example, EPA’s 2013 Guidance
gives simpler recommendations with
respect to carbon monoxide than other
NAAQS pollutants to meet the visibility
requirements of section
110(a)(2)(D)(1)(I), because carbon
monoxide does not affect visibility. As
a result, an infrastructure SIP
submission for any future new or
revised NAAQS for carbon monoxide
need only state this fact in order to
address the visibility prong of section
110(a)(2)(D)E)(1D).

Finally, EPA believes that its
approach with respect to infrastructure
SIP requirements is based on a
reasonable reading of section 110(a)(1)
and (2) because the CAA provides other
avenues and mechanisms to address
specific substantive deficiencies in
existing SIPs. These other statutory tools
allow EPA to take appropriately tailored
action, depending upon the nature and
severity of the alleged SIP deficiency.
Section 110(k)(5) authorizes EPA to
issue a “SIP call” whenever the Agency
determines that a state’s SIP is
substantially inadequate to attain or
maintain the NAAQS, to mitigate
interstate transport, or to otherwise
comply with the CAA.11 Section
110(k)(6) authorizes EPA to correct
errors in past actions, such as past
approvals of SIP submissions.2
Significantly, EPA’s determination that
an action on a state’s infrastructure SIP
submission is not the appropriate time
and place to address all potential
existing SIP deficiencies does not
preclude EPA’s subsequent reliance on
provisions in section 110(a)(2) as part of
the basis for action to correct those
deficiencies at a later time. For example,
although it may not be appropriate to
require a state to eliminate all existing
inappropriate director’s discretion
provisions in the course of acting on an
infrastructure SIP submission, EPA
believes that section 110(a)(2)(A) may be

11 For example, EPA issued a SIP call to Utah to
address specific existing SIP deficiencies related to
the treatment of excess emissions during SSM
events. See “Finding of Substantial Inadequacy of
Implementation Plan; Call for Utah State
Implementation Plan Revisions,” 74 FR 21639
(April 18, 2011).

12EPA has used this authority to correct errors in
past actions on SIP submissions related to PSD
programs. See “Limitation of Approval of
Prevention of Significant Deterioration Provisions
Concerning Greenhouse Gas Emitting-Sources in
State Implementation Plans; Final Rule,” 75 FR
82536 (December 30, 2010). EPA has previously
used its authority under section 110(k)(6) of the
CAA to remove numerous other SIP provisions that
the Agency determined it had approved in error.
See, e.g., 61 FR 38664 (July 25, 1996) and 62 FR
34641 (June 27, 1997) (corrections to American
Samoa, Arizona, California, Hawaii, and Nevada
SIPs); 69 FR 67062, November 16, 2004 (corrections
to California SIP); and 74 FR 57051 (November 3,
2009) (corrections to Arizona and Nevada SIPs).
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among the statutory bases that EPA
relies upon in the course of addressing
such deficiency in a subsequent
action.13

IV. Summary of EPA’s Rationale for
Proposing Approval

In this rulemaking action, EPA is
proposing approval of the
Commonwealth’s four infrastructure SIP
submittals for the 2008 ozone, 2010
NOz, 2010 SOz, and 2012 PM2'5 NAAQS
as addressing requirements in section
110(a)(2)(A), (B), (C), (D)E)(ID)
(prevention of significant deterioration),
(D)(ii), (E), (F), (G), (H), (J), (K), (L), and
(M) of the CAA. A detailed analysis of
EPA’s review and rationale for
proposing to approve the four
infrastructure SIP submittals as
addressing these CAA requirements may
be found in the Technical Support
Document (TSD) for this proposed
rulemaking action which is available on
line at www.regulations.gov, Docket ID
Number EPA-R03-OAR-2014—-0910.
EPA is not taking rulemaking action at
this time on the portion of the
infrastructure SIP submittals which
address section 110(a)(2)(D)(@1)(II)
(visibility protection) for the four
NAAQS. EPA will take later rulemaking
action on these submittals regarding
section 110(a)(2)(D)(1)(I) (visibility
protection).

EPA is soliciting public comments on
the issues discussed in this document.
These comments will be considered
before taking final action.

V. Proposed Action

EPA is proposing to approve the
Commonwealth’s infrastructure
submittals dated July 15, 2014 for the
2008 ozone, the 2010 NO,, the 2010
SO,, and the 2012 PM, s NAAQS
respectively, as meeting the
requirements of section 110(a)(2) of the
CAA, including specifically section
110(a)(2)(A), (B), (C), (D)E)(I)
(prevention of significant deterioration),
(D)), (B), (F), (G), (H), (J), (K), (L), and
(M) for the four NAAQS with the
exception of the requirements related to
section 110(a)(2)(D)(1)I) (visibility
protection). The Commonwealth’s
infrastructure SIP submissions for the
four NAAQS did not include provisions
addressing CAA 110(a)(2)(D)(i)(I) and
therefore EPA is not taking any action
on section 110(a)(2)(D)({)(I) for any of

13 See, e.g., EPA’s disapproval of a SIP submission
from Colorado on the grounds that it would have
included a director’s discretion provision
inconsistent with CAA requirements, including
section 110(a)(2)(A). See, e.g., 75 FR 42342 at 42344
(July 21, 2010) (proposed disapproval of director’s
discretion provisions); 76 FR 4540 (January 26,
2011) (final disapproval of such provisions).

the four NAAQS. The Commonwealth’s
infrastructure SIP submissions for the
four NAAQS also did not include
provisions addressing section
110(a)(2)() for any nonattainment
requirements of part D, Title I of the
CAA, because this element is not
required to be submitted by the 3 year
submission deadline of CAA section
110(a)(1). EPA is also not taking action
at this time on the portions of the four
infrastructure SIP submittals intended
to address section 110(a)(2)(D)(i)(II)
(visibility protection). EPA will take
later separate action on the portion of
the infrastructure SIP submittals
addressing CAA section
110(a)(2)(D)(i)(II) (visibility protection)
for the four NAAQS.

VI. Statutory and Executive Order
Reviews

Under the CAA, the Administrator is
required to approve a SIP submission
that complies with the provisions of the

CAA and applicable Federal regulations.

42 U.S.C. 7410(k); 40 CFR 52.02(a).
Thus, in reviewing SIP submissions,
EPA’s role is to approve state choices,
provided that they meet the criteria of
the CAA. Accordingly, this action
merely proposes to approve state law as
meeting Federal requirements and does
not impose additional requirements
beyond those imposed by state law. For
that reason, this proposed action:

¢ Is not a “significant regulatory
action” subject to review by the Office
of Management and Budget under
Executive Order 12866 (58 FR 51735,
October 4, 1993);

¢ Does not impose an information
collection burden under the provisions
of the Paperwork Reduction Act (44
U.S.C. 3501 et seq.);

e Is certified as not having a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities
under the Regulatory Flexibility Act (5
U.S.C. 601 et seq.);

¢ Does not contain any unfunded
mandate or significantly or uniquely
affect small governments, as described
in the Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
of 1995 (Pub. L. 104—4);

¢ Does not have Federalism
implications as specified in Executive
Order 13132 (64 FR 43255, August 10,
1999);

¢ Is not an economically significant
regulatory action based on health or
safety risks subject to Executive Order
13045 (62 FR 19885, April 23, 1997);

e Is not a significant regulatory action
subject to Executive Order 13211 (66 FR
28355, May 22, 2001);

¢ Is not subject to requirements of
Section 12(d) of the National
Technology Transfer and Advancement

Act of 1995 (15 U.S.C. 272 note) because
application of those requirements would
be inconsistent with the CAA; and

e Does not provide EPA with the
discretionary authority to address, as
appropriate, disproportionate human
health or environmental effects, using
practicable and legally permissible
methods, under Executive Order 12898
(59 FR 7629, February 16, 1994).

In addition, this proposed rulemaking
action, pertaining to Pennsylvania’s
section 110(a)(2) infrastructure
requirements for the 2008 ozone, the
2010 NOy, the 2010 SO», and 2012 PM, 5
NAAQS does not have tribal
implications as specified by Executive
Order 13175 (65 FR 67249, November 9,
2000), because the SIP is not approved
to apply in Indian country located in the
state, and EPA notes that it will not
impose substantial direct costs on tribal
governments or preempt tribal law.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52
Environmental protection, Air
pollution control, Incorporation by
reference, Nitrogen dioxide, Ozone,
Particulate matter, Reporting and
recordkeeping requirements, Sulfur
oxides, Volatile organic compounds.
Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq.

Dated: January 13, 2015.
William C. Early,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region III.
[FR Doc. 2015-02482 Filed 2-5-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 63

[EPA-HQ-OAR-2014-0471 [FRL-9922-13—
OAR]

RIN 2060-AS26
Petition To Add n-Propyl Bromide to
the List of Hazardous Air Pollutants

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.
ACTION: Receipt of a complete petition.

SUMMARY: The U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) is announcing
the receipt of a complete petition
requesting that the EPA add the
chemical n-Propyl Bromide (nPB)
(Chemical Abstract Service No. 106—94—
5) to the list of hazardous air pollutants
(HAP) contained in section 112(b)(1) of
the Clean Air Act (CAA). On October 28,
2010 and November 28, 2012, the
Halogenated Solvent Industry Alliance
(HSIA) submitted a petition to list nPB
as a HAP and a supplement to the
petition, respectively. In addition, on
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November 24, 2011, the New York State
Department of Environmental
Conservation (NYSDEC) submitted a
petition to add nPB to the HAP list. We
have determined that these petitions are
complete for purposes of this process,
which means they provide sufficient
information to assess the human health
impacts on people living in the vicinity
of facilities emitting nPB. Today’s
document initiates our comprehensive
technical review phase of the petition
process. The EPA invites the public to
comment on these petitions and to
provide additional data, beyond what
are in these petitions, on sources,
emissions, exposure, health effects and
environmental impacts associated with
nPB that may be relevant to our
technical review. These petitions and
supporting information are available
through Docket ID EPA-HQ-OAR-
2014-0471. Following completion of the
technical review phase that is initiated
by today’s notice and runs through the
EPA’s evaluation of all the comments
received, the EPA will decide whether
to grant or deny the petitions.

DATES: Comments. Comments must be
received on or before March 9, 2015.

ADDRESSES: Submit your comments,
identified by Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-
OAR-2014-0471, by one of the
following methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: http://
www.regulations.gov. Follow the online
instructions for submitting comments.

e Email: a-and-r-docket@epa.gov,
include Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-OAR-
2014-0471 in the subject line of the
message.

e Fax:(202) 566—9744, Attention
Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-OAR-2014—
0471.

e Mail: U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency, EPA Docket Center
(EPA/DC), Mail Code 28221T, Attention
Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-OAR-2014—
0471, 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue NW.,
Washington, DC 20460. Please include a
total of two copies. In addition, please
mail a copy of your comments on the
information collection provisions to the
Office of Information and Regulatory
Affairs, Office of Management and
Budget (OMB), Attn: Desk Officer for
EPA, 725 17th Street NW., Washington,
DC 20503.

e Hand/Courier Delivery: EPA Docket
Center, Room 3334, EPA WJ]JC West
Building, 1301 Constitution Avenue
NW., Washington, DC 20004, Attention
Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-OAR-2014—
0471. Such deliveries are only accepted
during the Docket’s normal hours of
operation, and special arrangements
should be made for deliveries of boxed
information.

Instructions: All submissions must
include agency name and docket
number or Regulatory Information
Number (RIN) for this rulemaking.
Direct your comments to Docket ID No.
EPA-HQ-OAR-2014-0471. The EPA’s
policy is that all comments received
will be included in the public docket
and may be made available online at:
http://www.regulations.gov, including
any personal information provided,
unless the comment includes
information claimed to be confidential
business information (CBI), or other
information whose disclosure is
restricted by statute. Do not submit
information that you consider to be CBI,
or otherwise protected through http://
www.regulations.gov or email. The
http://www.regulations.gov Web site is
an “anonymous access’ system, which
means the EPA will not know your
identity or contact information unless
you provide it in the body of your
comment. If you send an email
comment directly to the EPA without
going through http://
www.regulations.gov, your email
address will be automatically captured
and included as part of the comment
that is placed in the public docket and
made available on the Internet. If you
submit an electronic comment, the EPA
recommends that you include your
name and other contact information in
the body of your comment, and with
any disk or CD-ROM you submit. If the
EPA cannot read your comment due to
technical difficulties, and cannot
contact you for clarification, the EPA
may not be able to consider your
comment. Electronic files should avoid
the use of special characters, any form
of encryption, and be free of any defects
or viruses. For additional information
about the EPA’s public docket, visit the
EPA Docket Center homepage at
http://www.regulations.gov.

Docket: The EPA has established a
docket for this action under Docket ID
No. EPA-HQ-OAR-2014-0471. All
documents in the docket are listed in
the http://www.regulations.gov index.
Although listed in the index, some
information is not publicly available,
e.g., CBI or other information whose
disclosure is restricted by statute.
Certain other material, such as
copyrighted material, will be publicly
available only in hard copy form.
Publicly available docket materials are
available either electronically at:
http://www.regulations.gov, or in hard
copy at the EPA Docket Center, EPA
WJC West Building, Room 3334, 1301
Constitution Ave. NW., Washington,
DC. The Public Reading Room is open
from 8:30 a.m. to 4:30 p.m., Monday

through Friday, excluding legal
holidays. The telephone number for the
Public Reading Room is (202) 566—1744,
and the telephone number for the EPA
Docket Center is (202) 566—1742.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
John Schaefer, U.S. EPA, Office of Air
Quality Planning and Standards, Sector
Policies and Programs Division, Policies
and Strategies Group (D205-02),
Research Triangle Park, North Carolina
27711; telephone number: (919) 541-
0296; fax number: (919) 541-5600;
email address: schaefer.john@epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Organization of This Document. The

following outline is provided to aid in

locating information in this preamble.

1. General Information
A. What should I consider as I prepare my
comments for EPA?
B. Where can I get a copy of this
document?
II. Background Information for Petitions
Received by the EPA
A. What is the list of hazardous air
pollutants?
B. What is a listing petition?
C. How does the EPA review a petition to
list a HAP?
D. How is the decision to list a HAP made?
III. Gompleteness Determination and Request
for Public Comment
IV. Description of the Petitions

1. General Information

A. What should I consider as I prepare
my comments for EPA?

Submitting CBI. Do not submit
information that you consider to be CBI
electronically through http://
www.regulations.gov or email. Send or
deliver information identified as CBI to
only the following address: OAQPS
Document Control Officer (Room C404—
02), U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, Research Triangle Park, North
Carolina 27711, Attn: Docket ID No.
EPA-HQ-OAR-2014-0471.

Clearly mark the part or all of the
information that you claim to be CBI.
For CBI information in a disk or CD-
ROM that you mail to the EPA, mark the
outside of the disk or CD-ROM as CBI
and then identify electronically within
the disk or CD-ROM the specific
information that is claimed as CBI. In
addition to one complete version of the
comment that includes information
claimed as CBI, a copy of the comment
that does not contain the information
claimed as CBI must be submitted for
inclusion in the public docket. If you
submit a CD-ROM or disk that does not
contain CBI, mark the outside of the
disk or CD-ROM clearly that it does not
contain CBI. Information marked as CBI
will not be disclosed except in


http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
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accordance with procedures set forth in
40 CFR part 2.

If you have any questions about CBI
or the procedures for claiming CBI,
please consult the person identified in
the FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT
section.

B. Where can I get a copy of this
document?

In addition to being available in the
docket, electronic copies of this notice
will be available on the World Wide
Web through the Technology Transfer
Network (TTN). Following signature, a
copy of this proposed rule will be
posted on the TTN’s Air Toxics Web site
at the following address: http://
www.epa.gov/ttn/atw/pollutants/
atwsmod.html.

II. Background Information for
Petitions Received by the EPA

A. What is the list of hazardous air
pollutants?

The HAPs, which can be found in
CAA section 112(b)(1), is a list of a wide
variety of organic and inorganic
substances released from large and
small industrial operations, fossil fuel
combustion, gasoline and diesel-
powered vehicles, and many other
sources. These HAPs have been
associated with a wide variety of
adverse health effects, including cancer,
neurological effects, reproductive effects
and developmental effects. The health
effects associated with various HAPs
may differ depending upon the toxicity
of the individual HAP and the particular
circumstances of exposure, such as the
amount of chemical present, the length
of time a person is exposed, and the
stage in life of the person when the
€XpOosure OCcurs.

B. What is a listing petition?

CAA section 112(b)(3)(A) specifies
that any person may petition the
Administrator to modify, by addition or
deletion, the list of HAPs contained in
CAA section 112(b)(1). The EPA
Administrator is required under CAA
section 112(b)(3)(A) to either grant or
deny a petition to list a specific HAP
within 18 months of the receipt of a
petition to add a substance to the HAP
list. CAA section 112(b)(3)(B) says the,
“Administrator shall add a substance to
the list upon a showing by the petitioner
or on the Administrator’s own
determination that the substance is an
air pollutant and that emissions,
ambient concentrations,
bioaccumulation or deposition of the
substance are known to cause or may
reasonably be anticipated to cause
adverse effects to human health or

adverse environmental effects.” The
addition of a HAP to the list in CAA
section 112(b)(1) brings sources emitting
HAP into consideration in the EPA’s
program to promulgate national
technology-based emissions control
standards. This technology-based
standards program is commonly referred
to as the maximum achievable control
technology (MACT) program.

C. How does the EPA review a petition
to list a HAP?

The petition review process consists
of two phases: A completeness
determination and a technical review.
During the completeness determination,
the EPA conducts a broad review of the
petition to determine whether all of the
necessary subject areas are addressed. In
addition, the EPA determines if
adequate data, analyses, and evaluation
are included for each subject area. Once
the petition is determined to be
complete, the EPA places a notice of
receipt of a complete petition in the
Federal Register. That notice announces
a public comment period on the petition
and starts the technical review phase of
our decision-making process. The
technical review determines whether
the petition has satisfied the necessary
requirements and can support a
decision to list the HAP. All comments
and data submitted during the public
comment period are considered during
the technical review.

D. How is the decision to list a HAP
made?

The decision to either grant or deny
a petition is made after a comprehensive
technical review of both the petition
and the information received from the
public to determine whether the
petition satisfies the requirements of
CAA section 112(b)(3)(B). If the
Administrator decides to grant a
petition, a proposal will be published in
the Federal Register announcing that
decision and the opportunity for public
comment. That notice would propose a
modification of the HAP list and present
the reasoning for doing so. However, if
the Administrator decides to deny a
petition, a notice setting forth an
explanation of the reasons for denial
will be published in the Federal
Register instead. A notice of denial
constitutes final agency action of
nationwide scope and applicability and
is subject to judicial review as provided
in CAA section 307(b).

III. Completeness Determination and
Request for Public Comment

The EPA Administrator is required
under CAA section 112(b)(3)(A) to
either grant or deny a petition to list a

specific HAP within 18 months of the
receipt of a petition. On October 28,
2010, we received a petition from the
HSIA to add nPB to the HAP list.
Because of incomplete emissions
estimates, modeling procedures and a
lack of sufficient citations supporting
adverse human health effects, the EPA
determined that the petition was
incomplete and requested that the
petitioner provide additional
information. On November 30, 2012, the
petitioner submitted supplemental
information and data addressing the
EPA’s concerns regarding the
completeness of the petition.
Additionally, on November 24, 2011,
the NYSDEC submitted a petition to add
nPB to the HAP list.

After reviewing these petitions and
supplemental information, we have
determined that all of the necessary
subject areas for a human health and
environmental risk assessment have
been addressed and, therefore, the
petitions are ready for technical review.
Today’s notice initiates our
comprehensive technical review of the
petition and invites public comment on
the substance of the petitions as
described above.

IV. Description of the Petitions

These petitions contain the following
information:

e Background data on nPB including
chemical properties, physical
properties, production data, and use
data;

e Toxicological data describing the
human health and environmental effects
of nPB;

¢ Atmospheric dispersion modeling
that provides estimates of nPB
concentrations adjacent to facilities that
emit it; and

o Characterization of risks to human
health due to emissions of nPB.

Based on the chemical and physical
properties of nPB, petitioners claim that
nPB is carcinogenic, has toxic
reproductive effects, and is a
neurotoxin. HSIA’s petition estimated
cancer incidence by estimating
emissions from five facilities that use
nPB. HSIA also used the site-specific
data as input for air dispersion
modeling to develop anticipated
lifetime cancer risk that would occur
beyond facility boundaries. Neither
HSIA nor NYSDEC provided estimates
of anticipated chronic or acute adverse
health impacts in people living near
nPB-emitting facilities, although such
effects were identified in the scientific
literature referenced by both petitioners.

We invite the public to comment on
the technical merits of these petitions
and to submit any information that may
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impact the EPA’s ultimate decision to
grant or deny these requests to list nPB
as a HAP.

Dated: January 21, 2015.
Janet G. McCabe,

Acting Assistant Administrator for Air and
Radiation.

[FR Doc. 2015-01705 Filed 2-5—15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND
SECURITY

Coast Guard
33 CFR Parts 140, 143, and 146

46 CFR Parts 61 and 62
[USCG—2014-0063]
RIN 1625-AC16

Requirements for MODUs and Other
Vessels Conducting Outer Continental
Shelf Activities With Dynamic
Positioning Systems—Comment
Period Extension

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DHS.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Coast Guard is extending
for 90 days the comment period for the
notice of proposed rulemaking (NPRM)
entitled “Requirements for MODUs and
Other Vessels Conducting Outer
Continental Shelf Activities With
Dynamic Positioning Systems”’
published on November 28, 2014. This
extension is necessary to allow
sufficient time for the Coast Guard to
hold a public meeting and receive any
subsequent public comments on the
NPRM.

DATES: Comments and related material
must either be submitted to our online
docket via http://www.regulations.gov
on or before May 27, 2015 or reach the
Docket Management Facility by that
date.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments
identified by docket number USCG—
2014-0481 using any one of the
following methods:

(1) Federal eRulemaking Portal:
http://www.regulations.gov.

(2) Fax: 202—493-2251.

(3) Mail: Docket Management Facility
(M-30), U.S. Department of
Transportation, West Building Ground
Floor, Room W12-140, 1200 New Jersey
Avenue SE., Washington, DC 20590—
0001.

(4) Hand delivery: Same as mail
address above, between 9 a.m. and 5
p-m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays. The telephone number
is 202-366—9329.

To avoid duplication, please use only
one of these four methods. See the
“Public Participation and Request for
Comments” portion of the
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION section
below for instructions on submitting
comments.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: If
you have questions on this notice, call
or email LT Stephanie Waller, Human
Element and Ship Design Division,
Commandant (CG-ENG-1), Coast
Guard; telephone 202-372-1374, email
Stephanie.E.Waller@uscg.mil, or fax
202-372-8380. If you have questions on
viewing or submitting material to the
docket, call Ms. Cheryl Collins, Program
Manager, Docket Operations, telephone
202-366-9826.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Public Participation and Request for
Comments

We encourage you to participate in
this rulemaking by submitting
comments and related materials. All
comments received will be posted
without change to http://
www.regulations.gov and will include
any personal information you have
provided.

A. Submitting Comments

If you submit a comment, please
include the docket number for this
rulemaking (USCG—2014-0063),
indicate the specific section of this
document to which each comment
applies, and provide a reason for each
suggestion or recommendation. You
may submit your comments and
material online or by fax, mail, or hand
delivery, but please use only one of
these means. We recommend that you
include your name and a mailing
address, an email address, or a phone
number in the body of your document
so that we can contact you if we have
questions regarding your submission.

To submit your comment online, go to
http://www.regulations.gov and insert
“USCG-2014-0063" in the “Search”
box. Click on “Submit a Comment” in
the “Actions” column. If you submit
your comments by mail or hand
delivery, submit them in an unbound
format, no larger than 8% by 11 inches,
suitable for copying and electronic
filing. If you submit comments by mail
and would like to know that they
reached the Facility, please enclose a
stamped, self-addressed postcard or
envelope.

We will consider all comments and
material received during the comment
period and may change this notice of
proposed rulemaking (NPRM) based on
your comments.

B. Viewing Comments and Documents

To view comments, as well as
documents mentioned in this preamble
as being available in the docket, go to
http://www.regulations.gov and insert
“USCG-2014-0063" in the “Search”
box. Click “Search.” Click the “Open
Docket Folder” in the “Actions”
column. If you do not have access to the
Internet, you may view the docket
online by visiting the Docket
Management Facility in Room W12-140
on the ground floor of the Department
of Transportation West Building, 1200
New Jersey Avenue SE., Washington,
DC 20590, between 9 a.m. and 5 p.m.,
Monday through Friday, except Federal
holidays. We have an agreement with
the Department of Transportation to use
the Docket Management Facility.

C. Privacy Act

Anyone can search the electronic
form of comments received into any of
our dockets by the name of the
individual submitting the comment (or
signing the comment, if submitted on
behalf of an association, business, labor
union, etc.). You may review a Privacy
Act notice regarding our public dockets
in the January 17, 2008 issue of the
Federal Register (73 FR 3316).

II. Background and Purpose

The Coast Guard published a notice of
proposed rulemaking (NPRM) in the
Federal Register on November 28, 2014
entitled, “Requirements for MODUs and
Other Vessels Conducting Outer
Continental Shelf Activities With
Dynamic Positioning Systems” (79 FR
70943). The proposed rule would
establish minimum design, operation,
training, and manning standards for
mobile offshore drilling units (MODUs)
and other vessels using dynamic
positioning systems to engage in Outer
Continental Shelf activities. Establishing
these minimum standards is necessary
to improve the safety of people and
property involved in such operations,
and the protection of the environment
in which they operate. The rule would
decrease the risk of a loss of position by
a dynamically-positioned MODU or
other vessel that could result in a fire,
explosion, or subsea spill, and support
the Coast Guard’s strategic goals of
maritime safety and protection of
natural resources.

In the NPRM, we stated our intention
to hold a public meeting, and to publish
a notice to announce the location and
date of that meeting (79 FR 70944). In
order to allow sufficient time for the
Coast Guard to hold such a meeting and
receive any subsequent public
comments on the NPRM, we are
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extending the end of the public III. Authority Dated: February 3, 2015.

comment period from February 26, 2015 . . ].G. Lantz,

to May 27, 2015. Thls'notlce is issued under the Director of Commercial Regulations and
authority of 5 U.S.C. 552(a).

Standards, U.S. Coast Guard.
[FR Doc. 2015-02415 Filed 2-5-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 9110-04-P
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Animal and Plant Health Inspection
Service

[Docket No. APHIS-2014-0100]

Notice of Availability of Proposed
Changes to the National Poultry
Improvement Plan Program Standards

AGENCY: Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, USDA.

ACTION: Notice of availability.

SUMMARY: We are advising the public
that proposed changes to the National
Poultry Improvement Plan Program
Standards are available for review and
comment.

DATES: We will consider all comments
that we receive on or before March 9,
2015.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments
by either of the following methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov/
#!docketDetail;D=APHIS-2014-0100.

e Postal Mail/Commercial Delivery:
Send your comment to Docket No.
APHIS-2014-0100, Regulatory Analysis
and Development, PPD, APHIS, Station
3A-03.8, 4700 River Road Unit 118,
Riverdale, MD 20737-1238.

The proposed standards and any
comments we receive may be viewed at
http://www.regulations.gov/
#!docketDetail;D=APHIS-2014-0100 or
in our reading room, which is located in
Room 1141 of the USDA South
Building, 14th Street and Independence
Avenue SW., Washington, DC. Normal
reading room hours are 8 a.m. to 4:30
p.m., Monday through Friday, except
holidays. To be sure someone is there to
help you, please call (202) 799-7039
before coming.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Dr.
Denise Brinson, DVM, Director,

National Poultry Improvement Plan, VS,
APHIS, USDA, 1506 Klondike Road,

Suite 101, Conyers, GA 30094—-5104;
(770) 922—3496.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
National Poultry Improvement Plan
(NPIP, also referred to below as ‘“‘the
Plan”) is a cooperative Federal-State-
Industry mechanism for controlling
certain poultry diseases. The Plan
consists of a variety of programs
intended to prevent and control poultry
diseases. Participation in all Plan
programs is voluntary, but breeding
flocks, hatcheries, and dealers must first
qualify as “U.S. Pullorum-Typhoid
Clean” as a condition for participating
in the other Plan programs.

The Plan identifies States, flocks,
hatcheries, dealers, and slaughter plants
that meet certain disease control
standards specified in the Plan’s various
programs. As a result, customers can
buy poultry that has tested clean of
certain diseases or that has been
produced under disease-prevention
conditions.

The regulations in 9 CFR parts 145,
146, and 147 (referred to below as the
regulations) contain the provisions of
the Plan. The Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service (APHIS, also referred
to as ‘“‘the Service”’) of the U.S.
Department of Agriculture (USDA, also
referred to as “‘the Department’’) amends
these provisions from time to time to
incorporate new scientific information
and technologies within the Plan.

In the past, APHIS has updated the
regulations once every 2 years,
following the Biennial Plan Conference.
However, with the continual changes in
diagnostic science and testing
technology and in best practices for
maintaining sanitation, the biennial
update schedule has occasionally
resulted in the regulations becoming out
of date between updates. In some
instances, tests have also been difficult
to render properly in the regulations
due to the need to describe flow charts
or diagrams in a narrative format.

On July 9, 2014, we published in the
Federal Register (79 FR 38752-38768,
Docket No. APHIS—2011-0101) a final
rule? that, among other things, amended
the regulations by removing tests and
detailed testing procedures, as well as
sanitation procedures, from part 147,
and making these available in an NPIP

1To view the final rule and related documents,
go to http://www.regulations.gov/
#!docketDetail;D=APHIS-2011-0101.

Program Standards document.2 The rule
also amended the regulations to provide
for the Program Standards document to
be updated through the issuance of a
notice in the Federal Register followed
by a period of public comment. This
action was intended to make the NPIP
program more effective by streamlining
the provisions of the Plan, keeping those
provisions current with changes in the
poultry industry, and providing for the
use of new approved sampling and
testing procedures without the need for
rulemaking.

We are advising the public that we
have prepared updates to the NPIP
Program Standards document. The
proposed updates include changes to
blood testing procedures for
mycoplasma, bacteriological
examination procedure changes for
Salmonella, and the addition of new
approved diagnostic test kits. After
reviewing any comments we receive on
the proposed updates, we will publish
a second notice in the Federal Register
announcing our decision regarding the
proposed changes.

Authority: 7 U.S.C. 8301-8317; 7 CFR
2.22, 2.80, and 371.4.

Done in Washington, DC, this 2nd day of
February 2015.
Kevin Shea,

Administrator, Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service.

[FR Doc. 2015-02406 Filed 2-5-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-34-P

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Animal and Plant Health Inspection
Service

[Docket No. APHIS-2008-0119]

Implementation of Revised Lacey Act
Provisions

AGENCY: Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, USDA.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Food, Conservation, and

Energy Act of 2008 amended the Lacey

Act to provide, among other things, that
importers submit a declaration at the

2This document may be viewed on the NPIP Web
site at http://www.poultryimprovement.org/
documents/ProgramStandardsAugust2014.pdf, or
by writing to the Service at National Poultry
Improvement Plan, APHIS, USDA, 1506 Klondike
Road, Suite 101, Conyers, GA 30094.
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time of importation for certain plants
and plant products. Enforcement of the
declaration requirement began on April
1, 2009, and products requiring a
declaration are being phased-in. The
purpose of this notice is to inform the
public of another phase of the Federal
Government’s enforcement schedule.

DATES: We will consider all comments
that we receive on or before April 7,
2015.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments
by either of the following methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov/
#!docketDetail;D=APHIS-2008-0119.

e Postal Mail/Commercial Delivery:
Send your comment to Docket No.
APHIS-2008-0119, Regulatory Analysis
and Development, PPD, APHIS, Station
3A-03.8, 4700 River Road, Unit 118,
Riverdale, MD 20737-1238.

Supporting documents and any
comments we receive on this docket
may be viewed at http://
www.regulations.gov/
#!docketDetail;D=APHIS-2008-0119 or
in our reading room, which is located in
Room 1141 of the USDA South
Building, 14th Street and Independence
Avenue SW., Washington, DC. Normal
reading room hours are 8 a.m. to 4:30
p-m., Monday through Friday, except
holidays. To be sure someone is there to
help you, please call (202) 799-7039
before coming.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ms.
Parul Patel, Senior Agriculturalist,
Regulations, Permits, and Manuals,
PPQ, APHIS, 4700 River Road, Unit 60,
Riverdale, MD 20737-1231; (301) 851—
2351.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

The Lacey Act (16 U.S.C. 3371 et
seq.), first enacted in 1900 and
significantly amended in 1981, is the
United States’ oldest wildlife protection
statute. The Act combats trafficking in
illegally taken wildlife, fish, and plants.
The Food, Conservation, and Energy Act
of 2008 amended the Lacey Act by
expanding its protection to a broader
range of plants and plant products
(Section 8204, Prevention of Illegal
Logging Practices). As amended, the
Lacey Act makes it unlawful to import,
export, transport, sell, receive, acquire,
or purchase in interstate or foreign
commerce any plant, with some limited
exceptions, taken in violation of the
laws of a U.S. State or any foreign law
that protects plants. The Lacey Act also
makes it unlawful to make or submit
any false record, account, or label for, or
any false identification of, any plant.

In addition, Section 3 of the Lacey
Act, as amended (16 U.S.C. 3372),
makes it unlawful to import certain
plants and plant products without an
import declaration. The declaration
must contain, among other things, the
scientific name of the plant, value of the
importation, quantity of the plant, and
name of the country from where the
plant was harvested. For paper and
paperboard products containing
recycled content, the declaration also
must include the average percent of
recycled content without regard for
species or country of harvest. Currently,
enforcement of the declaration
requirement is being phased in, as
described in two notices we published
in the Federal Register,! the first on
February 3, 2009 (74 FR 5911-5913,
Docket No. APHIS—2008-0119) and the
second on September 2, 2009 (74 FR
45415-45418, Docket No. APHIS-2008—
0119).

In our February 2009 notice, we
committed to providing affected
individuals and industry with at least 6
months’ notice for any products that
would be added to the phase-in
schedule. The phased-in enforcement
schedule began April 1, 2009. The most
recent phase (IV) began on April 1,
2010. The enforcement schedule is
available on the Animal and Plant
Health Inspection Service (APHIS) Web
site at http://www.aphis.usda.gov/
plant_health/lacey_act/. We continue to
consider the applicability of the
declaration requirement to products not
included in the current phase-in
schedule and we invite public comment
on how the declaration requirement
should be enforced as to these products.

Phase V of the enforcement schedule,
which would begin on August 6, 2015,
is described below. We invite public
comment on the products covered under
this phase of the plan, as well as on
whether any additional Harmonized
Tariff Schedule (HTS) chapters should
be included in the current phase-in
schedule. Should there be additions to
phase V, we intend to provide at least
6 months’ notice to persons and
industries affected by those changes to
facilitate compliance with the new
requirements. Changes will be
announced in the Federal Register.

Ch. 44 Headings (Wood & Articles of
Wood)

e 4416003010—new casks, barrels, and
parts of wood

e 4416003020—used assembled casks of
wood

1To view these notices and the comments we
received, go to http://www.regulations.gov/
#!docketDetail;D=APHIS-2008-0119.

e 4416003030—used unassembled
casks of wood

e 4416006010—new barrel staves of
wood

® 4416006020—new barrel hoops of
softwood

® 4416006030—new tight barrelheads of
wood

e 4416006040—used barrels staves of
softwood

* 4416006050—used hoops, tight
barrelheads of softwood

e 4416009020—new other casks,
barrels, wood

® 4416009040—used other cooper
goods, wood

Ch. 82 Headings (Tools, Implements,
Cutlery, Spoons and Forks, of Base
Metal; Parts Thereof of Base Metal)

e 8211926000—hunting knives with
wood handles

e 8215992400—table barbeque forks
with wood handles

Ch. 94 Headings (Furniture, etc.)

® 9401612010—upholstered teak chair,
household

* 9401612030—upholstered teak chairs,
other

® 9401901500—parts of bent-wood seats

e 9403304000—bent-wood office
furniture

e 9403404000—bent-wood kitchen
furniture

e 9403504000—bent-wood bedroom
furniture

e 9403604000—other bent-wood
furniture

Ch. 96 Headings (Miscellaneous
Manufactured Articles)

® 9614002100—rough wood blocks for
smoking pipe manufacture

Additional Information

Several commenters on our earlier
notices contended that identifying
composite and recycled or reused
materials (e.g., medium density
fiberboard, particleboard, and scrap
wood) to the genus and/or species level
would be difficult and in some cases
impossible. These commenters asked
that we consider describing a level at
which the declaration requirement does
not apply for minimal amounts of
unidentifiable plant materials in such
products. The commenters also asked
that we describe a level at which the
declaration requirement does not apply
for minimal amounts of non-listed (i.e.,
not of conservation concern) plant
materials contained in an otherwise
non-plant product, such as wooden
buttons on a shirt. Some commenters
referred to this as a de minimis
exception from the declaration
requirement. We are in the process of
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developing a proposal to establish
exceptions from the declaration
requirement for composite materials and
products that contain a minimal amount
of plant material. Upon completion of
the proposal, we will publish it in the
Federal Register for public comment.

APHIS will continue to provide the
latest information regarding the Lacey
Act on our Web site, http://
www.aphis.usda.gov/plant_health/
lacey _act/. The Web site currently
contains the Lacey Act, as amended; a
slideshow covering background and
context, requirements, commodities and
products covered, information on
prohibitions, and the current status of
implementation of the declaration
requirement of the Lacey Act; frequently
asked questions; the phase-in
implementation plan; a link to the Lacey
Act Web Governance System (LAWGS);
and the paper declaration form. The
Web site will be updated as new
materials become available. We
encourage persons interested in
receiving timely updates on APHIS’
Lacey Act efforts to register for our
stakeholder registry at https://
public.govdelivery.com/accounts/
USDAAPHIS/subscriber/new/ and select
“Lacey Act Declaration” as a topic of
interest.

Done in Washington, DC, this 2nd day of
February 2015.
Kevin Shea,

Administrator, Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service.

[FR Doc. 2015-02403 Filed 2-5-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-34-P

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Forest Service
RIN 0596-AD06

National Forest System, Land
Management Planning Directives

AGENCY: Forest Service, USDA.
ACTION: Notice of final directives.

SUMMARY: On February 29, 2013, the
Forest Service (Agency) proposed to
revise the Forest Service Handbook
(FSH 1909.12) and Manual (FSM 1920)
establishing procedures and
responsibilities for implementing the
National Forest System (NFS) land
management planning regulation
(collectively “planning directives”). The
final issuance of planning directives,
effective today, will provide consistent
overall guidance to Forest Service Line
Officers and Agency employees in
developing, amending, or revising land
management plans for units of the NFS.
Public comment was accepted until May

24, 2013. The Agency considered all
public comment, including
recommendations from an advisory
committee formed pursuant to the
Federal Advisory Committee Act
(FACA), in developing final planning
directives.

DATES: These directives are effective
January 30, 2015.
ADDRESSES: The Forest Service Manual
and Handbook, including the planning
directives, are available electronically
via the World Wide Web/Internet at
http://www.fs.fed.us/im/directives.
Single paper copies are available by
contacting Annie Eberhart Goode, Forest
Service, USDA, Ecosystem Management
Coordination Staff (Mail Stop 1104),
1400 Independence Avenue SW.,
Washington, DC 20250-1104.
Additional information and analysis,
including a description of how the
Agency considered public comment,
can be found at http://www.fs.usda.gov/
main/planningrule/home.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Annie Eberhart Goode, Planning
Specialist, Ecosystem Management
Coordination staff, (202) 205—1056.
Individuals who use
telecommunication devices for the deaf
(TDD) may call the Federal Information
Relay Service (FIRS) at (800) 877—8339
between 8:00 a.m. and 8:00 p.m. Eastern
Standard Time, Monday through Friday.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

On April 9, 2012, the U.S. Department
of Agriculture (Department or USDA)
adopted final planning regulations for
the NFS at 36 CFR part 219 (77 FR
21161). These regulations, known
collectively as the 2012 Planning Rule,
provide broad programmatic direction
in developing and implementing land
management plans. The rule explicitly
directs the Chief of the Forest Service to
establish planning procedures in the
Forest Service Directives System (36
CFR 219.2(b)(5)(i). Those Responsible
Officials that are implementing the 2012
Planning Rule shall follow the
regulations at 36 CFR part 219 and the
revised planning directives.

The Forest Service Directives System
consists of the Forest Service Manual
(FSM) and the Forest Service Handbook
(FSH), which contain the Agency’s
policies, practices, and procedures, and
serves as the primary basis for the
internal management and control of
programs and administrative direction
to Forest Service employees. The
directives are set out on the World Wide
Web/Internet at http://www.fs.fed.us/
im/directives. Specifically, the FSM
contains legal authorities, objectives,

policies, responsibilities, instructions,
and guidance needed on a continuing
basis by Forest Service Line Officers and
primary staff to plan and execute
programs and activities. The FSH is the
principal source of specialized guidance
and instruction for carrying out the
policies, objectives, and responsibilities
contained in the FSM.

FSM 1920 and FSH 1909.12 (planning
directives) provide policy direction,
objectives, instructions, and guidance
for Forest Service Line Officers and
primary staff to plan and execute the
process of developing, revising,
amending, and making administrative
changes to land management plans to
provide for the sustainability of
ecosystems and resources; meet the
need for forest restoration and
conservation, watershed protection, and
species diversity and conservation; and
assist the Agency in providing a
sustainable flow of benefits, including
economic benefits, services, and uses of
NFS lands. The 2012 Planning Rule and
the FSM 1920 and FSH 19092.12
together provide requirements and
guidance for the Agency in land
management planning pursuant to the
National Forest Management Act.

On February 29, 2013, the Forest
Service proposed to revise the planning
directives (FSM 1920 and FSH 1909.12)
to ensure that the Agency’s planning
directives are consistent with the 2012
Planning Rule. Issuance of planning
directives will provide consistent
overall guidance to Forest Service Line
Officers and Agency employees in
developing, amending, or revising land
management plans pursuant to the 2012
Planning Rule. Public comment was
accepted until May 24, 2013. The
Agency considered all public comment
in developing final planning directives.

In addition to seeking public
comment on the proposed directives,
the Agency considered
recommendations from the Planning
Rule Implementation Federal Advisory
Committee (FACA Committee),
established in June 2012 to advise the
Secretary of Agriculture and the Chief of
the Forest Service regarding
implementation of the 2012 Planning
Rule. The FACA Committee is
comprised of 21 members who provide
balanced and broad representation of
public interests including industry and
user groups; environmental
organizations; conservation
organizations; recreation interests;
members of the scientific community;
State, County, or local elected officials
(or designee); Tribal representatives;
and other public interests. The initial
FACA Committee provided its
recommendations regarding the
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proposed Planning Directives in
November, 2013. The previous
committee’s membership expired in
June 2014. The Secretary announced
August 12, 2014, the selection of 21 new
members to the FACA committee. The
charter, background information, and
other information for the Planning Rule
Advisory Committee can be found
www.fs.usda.gov/main/planningrule/
committee. The committee was
rechartered in June, 2014 to continue in
an advisory capacity for an additional 2
years. The text of the initial FACA
Committee’s recommendations can be
found at http://www.fs.usda.gov/detail/
planningrule/home/
Pcid=stelprdb5346267.

Content of Final Directives

The following is an overview of the
content of the directives.

FSM 1920—Land Management
Planning Manual. This Forest Service
Manual describes the responsibilities of
Agency Line Officers and staff regarding
the process for developing, revising,
amending, and making administrative
changes to land management plans for
the National Forest System (NFS). It
includes authorities and
responsibilities. It should be used in
conjunction with the FSH.

FSH 1909.12—Land Management
Planning Handbook. This FSH provides
policy direction, objectives, instructions
and guidance for the process of
developing, revising, amending, and
making administrative changes to plans
for the NFS. It includes authorities and
responsibilities.

Zero Code. The chapter known as the
zero code contains authorities,
responsibilities, and select definitions
applicable to subsequent chapters, along
with definitions and guidance
applicable to all sections of FSH
1909.12, such as direction on best
available scientific information (BASI)
and adaptive management. The zero
code also includes exhibits or references
not easily found electronically.

Chapter 10—The Assessment. This
chapter provides direction regarding the
procedures for writing an assessment for
development, amendment, or revision of
land management plans.

Chapter 20—Land Management Plan.
This chapter describes the land
management plan under the 2012
Planning Rule and provides guidance
for developing, amending, and revising
land management plans.

Chapter 30—Monitoring. This chapter
provides direction regarding the plan
monitoring program, broader-scale
monitoring strategy, and biennial
evaluation of information obtained from

implementation of the plan monitoring
program.

Chapter 40—Public Participation.
This chapter sets out direction regarding
provision of public participation
opportunities and for collaboration,
intergovernmental participation, and
Tribal consultation relating to land
management planning.

Chapter 50—Objection Process. This
chapter sets out direction regarding
administration of the objection process
that provides for administrative review
of plans, plan revisions, and plan
amendments before their approval.

Chapter 60—Forest Vegetation
Resource Planning. This chapter
provides procedures for developing plan
components and other plan content to
guide management of timber resources,
including identification of lands that are
not suitable for timber production,
limitations on timber harvest, display of
the planned timber sale program, and
components related to timber harvest for
timber production or other purposes.

Chapter 70—Wilderness Evaluation.
This chapter provides direction for
identifying and evaluating lands that
may be suitable for inclusion in the
National Wilderness Preservation
System and determining whether to
recommend any such lands for
wilderness designation.

Chapter 80—Wild and Scenic River
Evaluation. This chapter provides
direction for identifying and evaluating
potential additions to the National Wild
and Scenic Rivers System. This chapter
also includes provisions on interim
management of river segments
determined to be eligible and suitable,
documentation of study results, as well
as the process for notifying Congress of
Agency wild and scenic river
recommendations.

Chapter 90—Reserved.

Public Comments

The availability of proposed
directives for public review and
comment was published in the Federal
Register on February 27, 2013 (77 FR
35323). The public comment period
closed on April 29, but the Agency
reopened the comment period for an
additional 15 days to provide an
opportunity to gather additional public
input to inform the Agency’s
development of final planning
directives. The Forest Service received
17,449 responses to the proposed
directives, consisting of letters, emails,
Web-based submissions, and facsimiles.
Of those, 370 were unique letters, and
the remaining 17,079 responses were
form letters. The responses were
received from a wide variety of
respondents from more than 40 states,

and came from the public and non-
governmental organizations as well as
local governments and other State and
Federal agencies.

Public comment on the proposed
planning directives addressed a wide
range of topics. Many people supported
the proposed planning directives or
favored stronger guidance in particular
areas, while others opposed the
proposed directives or recommended
limitations or alternate approaches to
Agency policies related to land
management planning. The Forest
Service considered all the comments in
finalizing the directives. This section
provides a summary of revisions, by
chapter, made in response to public
comment. A more detailed description
of public comments and the Agency’s
responses can be found at http://
www.fs.usda.gov/planningrule.

The following is a chapter-by-chapter
overview of the comments provided
about the directives and the Forest
Service’s response to those comments.

Zero Code

Many comments were received
regarding the use of best available
scientific information (BASI) and
adaptive management. Some
commenters felt there was a lack of clear
direction on how to implement adaptive
management, while other questions
centered on the use of BASI. Questions
about BASI included objections to the
detailed process for its integration,
questions about sources of scientific
information, and questions about how
the Responsible Official will determine
BASI.

After considering these comments, the
Forest Service clarified and modified
the direction on BASI and adaptive
management. The final directive
simplifies the direction on considering
the accuracy and reliability of
information when making BASI
determinations and clarifying sections
on BASI documentation attributes. In
addition, the direction on BASI and
adaptive management was moved from
Chapter 40 to the chapter on zero code
since they are relevant to all chapters.

Chapter 10. Assessment. Some
comments about the assessment chapter
concerned recommendations for
clarifying the purpose and scale of the
assessment and minimizing problems
with data gaps. Other comments
concerned specific assessment topics,
such as socio-economic conditions,
ecosystem services, and multiple uses.
After considering comments, the
Agency revised Chapter 10 so that the
guidance for assessments more clearly
defined terms and scale, reduced
redundancy within the directives, and
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added sources of information. For
example, the Agency clarified how to
identify species of conservation concern
and the use of natural range of variation
in the assessment. In addition, the
Agency clarified the guidance for
assessing the major contributions of the
plan area to social, cultural, and
economic conditions from multiple
uses, ecosystem services, infrastructure,
and administrative operations of the
plan area.

The Agency added a requirement for
the Responsible Official to publish a
notice in the Federal Register to
announce the beginning of the
assessment.

Chapter 20—Land Management Plan.
Chapter 20 sets out the procedures for
developing, amending, and revising
land management plans under the 2012
Planning Rule. Comments on
developing plans were extensive, and
ranged from general observations about
the process to specific comments about
a variety of plan components and
procedures. Comments covered topics
such as direction on water resources
management, fire management, and the
role of recreation. For example, some of
the recreational concerns were that
recreation was not clearly addressed in
the section that set out the matters to be
considered during plan revision.
Commenters also had concerns about
requiring the inclusion of specific
direction in plans, such as requiring
plans to include project consistency
guidelines.

After considering these comments, the
Forest Service made many edits and
clarifications. For example, the Agency
clarified the direction on the need to
change the plan, and the requirements
for integrating plan components, such as
desired conditions, standards,
guidelines, and objectives. The Agency
added the direction that the Responsible
Official should complete the plan
development or plan revision, from the
public notice of the assessment to final
plan approval, within 4 years. Other
parts of Chapter 20 were rewritten or
replaced; for example, the section on
recreation guidance was revised to
require application of the Recreation
Opportunity Spectrum tool in parts of
the plan and to more clearly define
sustainable recreation.

The Agency also enhanced guidance
on how to coordinate required National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)
procedures with the required planning
procedures. The Agency expanded
sections for species of conservation
concern to give guidance on the
responsibilities of the Regional Forester,
including guidance on managing new
information. The Agency clarified how

the Responsible Official should design
plan components for ecological integrity
and the influence of climate change.
The Agency also added a section to
clarify how land management plans give
direction for designated areas.

Chapter 30—Monitoring. In general,
comments on Chapter 30 emphasized
the need to acknowledge and use
consistent monitoring data generated
throughout the plan’s lifecycle.
Questions were also raised about
ensuring adequate funding to help
ensure the success of monitoring
programs. Some commenters suggested
specific changes to information
considered when identifying monitoring
indicators. In response to these
comments, edits were made throughout
the chapter to improve clarity. The
Agency added direction about questions
and indicators for social, cultural, and
economic sustainability to the guidance
for monitoring progress toward meeting
desired conditions and objectives

Chapter 40—Public Participation.
Comments on Chapter 40 regarding
adaptive management and best available
science were reflected in revisions to
the zero code.

With regard to public participation,
some commenters sought an expanded
discussion of how the Forest Service is
to provide opportunities for public
involvement in the planning process.
After considering these comments, and
to improve clarity, the content of
Chapter 40 was revised to focus on
public participation only. Changes to
Chapter 40 included providing guidance
on working with other public agencies
and tribes during the land management
planning process. This guidance
includes a section on the participation
of and consultation with federally
recognized Indian tribes, Alaska Native
Corporations, other Federal agencies,
and State and local governments. Also,
Chapter 40 provides guidance on
coordinating the public engagement
processes required by both the 2012
Planning Rule and NEPA. The
additional guidance identifies the
requirements for formal notices and
other forms of outreach to the public.

Chapter 50—Objection Process. There
were few comments on the objection
process, and the majority of these asked
for clarifications regarding various parts
of the objection process. In response, the
Agency added definitions and
clarifications throughout the chapter,
including clarification of who is eligible
to object or participate as an interested
person. Some commenters wanted to see
the entire objection process eliminated.
The Agency responded that the
objection process could not be
eliminated, as the 2012 Planning Rule

mandates it. Revisions to Chapter 50
were also made to clarify the Reviewing
Officer’s discretion in managing
resolution meetings.

Chapter 60—Forest Vegetation
Resource Planning. Comments focused
on various aspects of the guidance on
National Forest Management Act
(NFMA) requirements and 2012
Planning Rule requirements. This
included aspects related to identifying
lands suitable for timber production,
and plan components needed to comply
with NFMA requirements for timber
harvest. The Forest Service was also
asked to clarify various terms and
definitions in the chapter, including the
calculation of long-term sustained yield
capacity and other measures of timber
volume. After considering comments,
the Forest Service made changes to the
chapter to improve clarity by revising
narratives, adding displays, and
adopting a new set of terminology and
definitions for measures of timber
volume.

Chapter 70—Wilderness Planning. A
significant percentage of the comments
received concerned Chapter 70, which
describes the process during land
management planning of inventorying,
evaluating, and analyzing National
Forest System lands for possible
inclusion in the National Wilderness
Preservation System. Many respondents
sent a form letter which was generally
supportive of the broadly inclusive
nature of the procedure outlined for
inventorying and evaluating potential
wilderness lands. The letter also urged
the Forest Service to go further in the
preservation of potential wilderness
areas by prohibiting all motorized uses
from potential wilderness areas,
pending designation decisions. Other
respondents sent a form letter
expressing views highly critical of the
new inventory and evaluation process,
and objecting to what was perceived as
the creation of de facto wilderness
without Congressional approval.
Respondents also commented that
identifying broad areas of Forest lands
as potential wilderness and managing
them for wilderness qualities would
effectively eliminate motorized
recreation uses across large sections of
Forests.

Additional concerns focused on the
inventory process, seeking clarification
on how inventories would be
conducted, whether existing inventory
data could be included, and the criteria
to be used for wilderness inventories.
Concerns also focused on the
management of recommended
wilderness areas, including whether or
not recommended areas should be
managed as wilderness.
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After considering comments, the
Forest Service edited Chapter 70 to
clarify the inventory process including
the use of existing information, previous
decisions, travel management, travel
analysis, public engagement, and
government to government engagement.
In addition, the Agency retained the
approach included in the proposed
directives to keep the inventory process
broad, inclusive, and transparent to the
public, but the final directives eliminate
from the inventory areas that contain
certain types of roads. Finally, the
chapter was edited to clarify the range
of management actions available to the
Responsible Official once a decision is
made to recommend an area for
inclusion in the Wilderness
Preservation System.

Chapter 80—Wild and Scenic River
Planning. Some commenters were
concerned about the process for
identifying and evaluating potential
Wild and Scenic Rivers during plan
revisions. Most of these concerns
focused on the inventory process, and
commenters sought clarification on
elements such as river segment
eligibility. After considering comments,
the Agency reorganized the chapter and
made several clarifications, including
clarifying the process for identifying
river eligibility. Chapter 80 was also
revised to clarify interim management of
study rivers.

FACA Committee Recommendations

The FACA Committee provided
recommendations regarding the
proposed directives to the Agency for
consideration. The Agency substantially
incorporated the FACA Committee’s
recommendations into the final
directives. A detailed description of the
Agency’s response to each
recommendation from the FACA
Committee can be found at http://
www.fs.usda.gov/planningrule.

The following is a chapter-by-chapter
overview of the FACA Committee
recommendations provided about the
directives and the Agency’s response.

Forest Service Manual—The final
directives reflect the FACA Committee’s
recommendation to clarify intent for
timing, objectives, policies, and
Responsible Official obligations
regarding planning.

Zero code—The FACA Committee
recommended revision of definitions
and inclusion of several new
definitions, and the Agency both revised
the definitions section and included
additional language in other sections of
the directives that support the
definitions.

Chapter 10—Changes to the
assessment’s approach to social,

cultural, and economic conditions were
incorporated into the final directives,
along with revisions recommended by
the FACA Committee on ecological
concepts, transparency, adaptive
management, climate change, natural
range of variation, recreation, and
designation areas.

Chapter 20—Revisions related to the
description of plan components and the
integration of multiple planning needs
into land management plans were
incorporated into the final directives,
along with revisions recommended by
the FACA Committee on social and
economic sustainability, ecosystem
integrity, natural range of variation, and
water resources.

Chapter 30—FACA Committee
recommendations related to the
monitoring program, including
partnerships, were incorporated into the
final directives.

Chapter 40—Revisions recommended
by the FACA Committee related to
notifications, outreach to underserved
communities, and interaction with
Tribes, States, and local governments
were incorporated into the final
directives.

Chapter 50—Revisions related to
participation of interested persons in
the objection process and provisions
related to transparency were
recommended by the FACA Committee
and incorporated into the final
directives.

Chapter 60—Revisions related to
monitoring timber management were
incorporated into the final directives,
based on recommendations by the
FACA Committee.

Chapter 70—The FACA Committee
recommended provisions to clarify
public participation opportunities,
overall transparency in the wilderness
evaluation process, the inventory
process and evaluation; these
approaches were included in the final
directives.

Regulatory Certifications
Regulatory Impact

This notice has been reviewed under
USDA procedures and Executive Order
(E.O.) 12866, Regulatory Planning and
Review. The Office of Management and
Budget (OMB) has reviewed this notice
and has determined that it is a
significant action because of the high
level of public interest in the Forest
Service’s land management planning
activities, which will be guided by the
directives.

The final directives would not have
an annual effect of $100 million or more
on the economy nor adversely affect
productivity, competition, jobs, the

environment, public health or safety,
nor State or local governments. The
final directives would not interfere with
an action taken or planned by another
agency nor raise new legal or policy
issues. Finally, the final directives
would not alter the budgetary impact of
entitlements, grants, user fees, or loan
programs or the rights and obligations of
recipients of such programs. Moreover,
the final directives have been
considered in light of E.O. 13272
regarding proper consideration of small
entities and the Small Business
Regulatory Enforcement Fairness Act of
1996 (SBREFA), which amended the
Regulatory Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 601
et seq.). No direct or indirect financial
impact on small businesses or other
entities has been identified. Therefore, it
is hereby certified that these final
directives will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities as defined by
the act.

Environmental Impact

These final directives provide the
detailed direction to Agency employees
necessary to carry out the final 2012
Planning Rule codified at 36 CFR part
219 governing land management
planning. Forest Service NEPA
procedures exclude from documentation
in an environmental assessment or
impact statement ‘“‘rules, regulations, or
policies to establish servicewide
administrative procedures, program
processes, or instructions.” 36 CFR
220.6(d)(2). The Agency’s conclusion is
that these final directives fall within
this category of actions and that no
extraordinary circumstances exist as
currently defined that require
preparation of an environmental
assessment or an environmental impact
statement.

No Takings Implications

These final directives have been
analyzed in accordance with the
principles and criteria contained in E.O.
12360, Governmental Actions and
Protected Property Rights, and it has
been determined that they would not
pose the risk of a taking of private
property as they are limited to the
establishment of administrative
procedures.

Energy Effects

These final directives have been
analyzed under E.O. 13211, Actions
Concerning Regulations That
Significantly Affect Energy Supply,
Distribution, or Use. It has been
determined that they do not constitute
a significant energy action as defined in
the Executive Order.
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Civil Justice Reform

These proposed directives have been
reviewed under E.O. 12988, Civil Justice
Reform. These final directives will
guide the work of Forest Service
employees and are not intended to
preempt any State and local laws and
regulations that might be in conflict or
that would impede full implementation
of these directives. The directives would
not retroactively affect existing permits,
contracts, or other instruments
authorizing the occupancy and use of
NFS lands and would not require the
institution of administrative
proceedings before parties may file suit
in court challenging their provisions

Unfunded Mandates

Pursuant to Title II of the Unfunded
Mandates Reform Act of 1995 (2 U.S.C.
1531-1538), which the President signed
into law on March 22, 1995, the effects
of these final directives on State, local,
and Tribal governments, and on the
private sector have been assessed and
do not compel the expenditure of $100
million or more by any State, local, or
Tribal government, or anyone in the
private sector. Therefore, a statement
under section 202 of the act is not
required.

Federalism

The Agency has considered these
final directives under the requirements
of E.O. 13132, Federalism. The Agency
has made an assessment that they
conform with the federalism principles
set out in this Executive Order; would
not impose any significant compliance
costs on the States; and would not have
substantial direct effects on the States,
on the relationship between the national
government and the States, or on the
distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government. Moreover, these
final directives address the land
management planning process on
National Forests, Grasslands or other
units of the NFS, and provide direction
regarding the Agency’s interaction with
State, local and Tribal governments, to
ensure consideration of concerns,
impacts and opportunities.

Consultation and Coordination With
Indian Tribal Governments

The Forest Service conducted
government-to-government consultation
on the planning directives. The Forest
Service considers Tribal consultation as
an ongoing, iterative process that
encompasses development of the
proposed directives through the
issuance of final directives. The Agency
contacted all federally recognized Tribes
and Alaska Native Corporations by mail

to formally initiate consultation on the
proposed directives and asked for
comments within 120 days. Hopi Nation
Tribal leaders requested consultation
and met with the Deputy Regional
Forester of Region 3 on June 6, 2013, to
discuss the planning directives. Written
comments were received from tribes in
California and Oregon, the California
Indian Water Commission and an
Alaska native corporation. Comments
were focused on coordination and
consultation with tribes and Alaska
native corporations.

Controlling Paperwork Burdens on the
Public

These final directives do not contain
any record keeping or reporting
requirements or other information
collection requirements as defined in 5
CFR part 1320 and, therefore, impose no
paperwork burden on the public. While
most land management planning
activities do not involve information
collection as defined in 5 CFR part
1320, the Agency recognizes that a wide
variety of strategies may be used
pursuant to the 2012 Planning Rule to
engage the public in the planning
process. To ensure compliance with the
review provisions of the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995 (44 U.S.C. 3501
et seq.) and implementing regulations at
5 CFR part 1320 in a timely manner to
support land management planning, the
Agency has developed a generic
information collection which is
currently under review by OMB and has
been assigned control number 0596—
0234. In addition, Chapter 50 of these
final directives contains information
collection requirements as defined in 5
CFR part 1320. The information
collection requirements for the objection
process to the land management plans
has been approved by OMB and
assigned control number 0596—0158.

Dated: January 30, 2015.
Robert Bonnie,
Under Secretary, NRE.
[FR Doc. 2015-02369 Filed 2—-5-15; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 3411-15-P

ARCTIC RESEARCH COMMISSION

103rd Commission Meeting

January 29, 2015.

Notice is hereby given that the U.S.
Arctic Research Commission will hold
its 103rd meeting in Washington,
District of Columbia, on March 4-5,
2015. The business sessions, open to the
public, will convene at 9:00 a.m.

The Agenda items include:

(1) Call to order and approval of the
agenda

(2) Approval of the minutes from the
102nd meeting

(3) Commissioners and staff reports

(4) Discussion and presentations
concerning Arctic research activities.
The focus of the meeting will be on

Arctic policy issues, and on programs

and research projects affecting the

Arctic.

If you plan to attend this meeting,
please notify us via the contact
information below. Any person
planning to attend who requires special
accessibility features and/or auxiliary
aids, such as sign language interpreters,
must inform the Commission of those
needs in advance of the meeting.

Contact person for further
information: John Farrell, Executive
Director, U.S. Arctic Research
Commission, 703-525-0111 or TDD
703-306-0090.

Kathy Farrow,

Communications Specialist.

[FR Doc. 2015-02346 Filed 2—-5-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7555-01-P

ARCTIC RESEARCH COMMISSION

103rd Commission Meeting

January 29, 2015.

Notice is hereby given that the U.S.
Arctic Research Commission will hold
its 103rd meeting in Washington,
District of Columbia, on March 4-5,
2015. The business sessions, open to the
public, will convene at 9:00 a.m.

The Agenda items include:

(1) Call to order and approval of the
agenda

(2) Approval of the minutes from the
102nd meeting

(3) Commissioners and staff reports

(4) Discussion and presentations
concerning Arctic research
activities.

The focus of the meeting will be on
Arctic policy issues, and on programs
and research projects affecting the
Arctic.

If you plan to attend this meeting,
please notify us via the contact
information below. Any person
planning to attend who requires special
accessibility features and/or auxiliary
aids, such as sign language interpreters,
must inform the Commission of those
needs in advance of the meeting.

Contact person for further
information: John Farrell, Executive
Director, U.S. Arctic Research
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Commission, 703-525—-0111 or TDD
703-306—0090.

Kathy Farrow,

Communications Specialist.

[FR Doc. 2015—02347 Filed 2-5-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7555-01-P

COMMISSION ON CIVIL RIGHTS

Notice of Public Meeting of the
Missouri Advisory Committee for a
Meeting To Hear Testimony Regarding
Police and Community Interaction in
Missouri

AGENCY: U.S. Commission on Civil
Rights.

ACTION: Notice of meeting.

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given,
pursuant to the provisions of the rules
and regulations of the U.S. Commission
on Civil Rights (Commission) and the
Federal Advisory Committee Act that
the Missouri Advisory Committee
(Committee) will hold a meeting on
Monday, February 23, 2015, for the
purpose of hearing presenters testify
about the civil rights issues regarding
police and community interactions in
Missouri.

Members of the public are invited and
welcomed to make statements into the
record during two open forum periods.
The first open forum will be held from
12:00 p.m. until 12:30 p.m. The second
open forum will be held from 4:15 p.m.
until 5:15 p.m. Members of the public
are also entitled to submit written
comments; the comments must be
received in the regional office by March
27, 2015. Written comments may be
mailed to the Midwestern Regional
Office, U.S. Commission on Civil Rights,
55 W. Monroe St., Suite 410, Chicago,
IL 60615. They may also be faxed to the
Commission at (312) 353—8311, or
emailed to Melissa Wojnaroski, Civil
Rights Analyst, at mwojnaroski@
usccr.gov. Persons who desire
additional information may contact the
Midwestern Regional Office at (312)
353-8311.

Closed-captioning of the meeting will
be provided. If other persons who will
attend the meeting require other
accommodations, please contact
Carolyn Allen at callen@usccr.gov at the
Midwestern Regional Office at least ten
(10) working days before the scheduled
date of the meeting.

Records generated from this meeting
may be inspected and reproduced at the
Midwestern Regional Office, as they
become available, both before and after
the meeting. Records of the meeting will
be available via www.facadatabase.gov

under the Commission on Civil Rights,
Missouri Advisory Committee link.
Persons interested in the work of this
Committee are directed to the
Commission’s Web site, http://
www.usccr.gov, or may contact the
Midwestern Regional Office at the above
email or street address.

Agenda
8:00-8:15 a.m. Introduction and
Opening Remarks

S. David Mitchell, Missouri Advisory
Committee Chairman
Martin Castro, U.S. Commission on
Civil Rights Chairman
8:15-9:30 a.m. Panel 1: Academic
Experts
e Dr. Richard Rosenfeld, UMSL
e Dr. Justin Hansford, St. Louis
University
e Dr. Stefan Bradley, St. Louis
University
e Dr. Marva Robinson, Association of
Black Psychologists
9:35-10:30 a.m. Panel 2: Community
Representatives I
e Ms. Pamela Meanes, National Bar
Association
e Mr. Adolphus Pruitt, NAACP St.
Louis
e Mr. Marius Johnson-Malone, Better
Together
10:30-10:40 a.m. Break
10:40-11:55 a.m. Panel 3: Community
Representatives II
e Rev. Traci Blackmon, Christ the
King Church
e Mr. James Clark, Better Family Life
o Ms. Charli Cooksey, Young Citizens
Council of St. Louis
e Ms. Leticia Seitz, Latinos en Axion
St. Louis
e Mr. David Nehrt-Flores, MO
Immigrant and Refugee Advocates
12:00-12:30 p.m. Open Forum I
12:30-1:30 p.m. Lunch Break
1:30-2:45 p.m. Panel 5: Law
Enforcement Representatives
e Chief Jon Belmar, St. Louis County
o Chief Frank McCall, Berkeley Police
e Chief Thomas Jackson, Ferguson
Police
¢ Representative from the MO
Highway Patrol
o Representative from St. Louis
Metropolitan Police
2:50—4:05 p.m. Panel 4: Government
Representatives
e Dr. Daniel Isom, MO Department of
Public Safety
e Ms. Tishaura Jones, St. Louis City
Treasurer and Young Citizen’s
Council of St. Louis
e Dr. Ellen Scrivner, The Police
Foundation
o Representative from U.S.
Department of Justice COPS
program (tentative)

e Representative from the Office of
the Governor of Missouri (tentative)
4:05—4:15 p.m. Break
4:15-5:15 p.m. Open Forum II
5:15-5:30 p.m. Closing Remarks
S. David Mitchell, Missouri Advisory
Committee Chair
5:30 p.m. Adjournment
DATES: The meeting will be held on
Monday, February 23, 2015, at 8:00 a.m.
ADDRESSES: The meeting will be held at
the University of Missouri—St. Louis,
]J.C. Penney Conference Center, One
University Boulevard, St. Louis, MO
63121.

Dated: February 3, 2015.
David Mussatt,
Chief, Regional Programs Unit.
[FR Doc. 2015—02400 Filed 2-5—15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6335-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Office of the Secretary

Estimates of the Voting Age
Population for 2014

AGENCY: Office of the Secretary,
Commerce.

ACTION: General notice announcing
population estimates.

SUMMARY: This notice announces the
voting age population estimates as of
July 1, 2014, for each state and the
District of Columbia. We are providing
this notice in accordance with the 1976
amendment to the Federal Election
Campaign Act, Title 2, United States
Code, Section 441a(e).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Karen Humes, Chief, Population
Division, U.S. Census Bureau, Room
HQ-5H174, Washington, DC 20233, at
301-763-2071.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under the
requirements of the 1976 amendment to
the Federal Election Campaign Act,
Title 2, United States Code, Section
441a(e), I hereby give notice that the
estimates of the voting age population
for July 1, 2014, for each state and the
District of Columbia are as shown in the
following table.

ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF
VOTING AGE FOR EACH STATE AND
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA: JULY 1,
2014

Population 18

Area and over
United States ........ccccceveeveenne 245,273,438
Alabama 3,741,806
Alaska ....cccccvveiiiiieee 550,189
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ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF
VOTING AGE FOR EACH STATE AND
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA: JULY 1,
2014—Continued

Population 18
Area gnd over

Arizona .....ccoceeeeeeeeeeiieieeee, 5,109,792
Arkansas ... 2,259,350
California ........cccoceveeeveeeenneenn. 29,649,348
[070] 1] ¢ To [o U 4,109,494
Connecticut ... 2,821,247
Delaware ................. 731,367
District of Columbia ... 543,588
Florida .......cccouveeeee.. 15,839,713
Georgia .. 7,604,061
Hawaii .... 1,111,117
Idaho ...... 1,203,384
lllinois ..... 9,892,106
Indiana ......ccooeeeeeeiiiiiieeeen, 5,014,928
IOWA .eeieeiieeeeeeeee e 2,381,172
Kansas 2,181,355
Kentucky ......occoeiviieeiniieene 3,400,843
Louisiana .......cccccceveeveiiiinnnns 3,536,183
Maine 1,071,112
Maryland .......cccccooiiniiiieens 4,625,863
Massachusetts .........cccccceeene 5,354,940
Michigan 7,686,087
Minnesota .........cccceeeiiinnnnnnn. 4,175,347
MiSSISSIPPI +evervreeerieieeiieeeene 2,262,810
Missouri 4,670,966
Montana 798,555
Nebraska .......ccccccceeeeeiiinnnes 1,414,894
Nevada ............... 2,175,874
New Hampshire .. 1,059,672
New Jersey ...... 6,926,094
New Mexico .. 1,583,623
New York ......... 15,517,321
North Carolina .... 7,656,415
North Dakota ...... 570,955
Ohio ...ccoveeeeen. 8,955,859
Oklahoma ......cccccveevveeeennnn. 2,925,352
Oregon .....ceeeeeeeeeneenieennens 3,112,217
Pennsylvania ... 10,086,316
Rhode Island 842,321
South Carolina ...................... 3,747,734
South Dakota 642,768
TenNessee ....cccceeevevvvveeenennnn. 5,054,826
TeXaS .ooevveeieeeeeee e 19,841,344
Utah 2,038,787
Vermont .....oooovevecciiieeeeeeeens 504,976
Virginia ......oceeeeeeeeeniieeeeeenn 6,457,174
Washington ...... 5,458,809
West Virginia ... 1,470,179
Wisconsin ..... 4,457,375
Wyoming .....ccoceeenevieeneniens 445,830

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Population Di-
vision, Vintage 2014 Population Estimates.

I have certified these estimates for the
Federal Election Commission.

Dated: January 29, 2015.
Penny Pritzker,
Secretary of Commerce.
[FR Doc. 2015-02473 Filed 2-5-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-07-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration

[A-351-841, A-520-803, A-570-924]

Polyethylene Terephthalate Film,
Sheet, and Strip From Brazil, the
People’s Republic of China, and the
United Arab Emirates: Continuation
and Revocation of Antidumping Duty
Orders

AGENCY: Enforcement and Compliance,
International Trade Administration,
Department of Commerce.

SUMMARY: As a result of the
determinations by the Department of
Commerce (the Department) and the
International Trade Commission (the
ITC) in their five year (sunset) reviews
that revocation of the antidumping duty
(AD) order on polyethylene
terephthalate film, sheet, and strip (PET
Film) from the People’s Republic of
China (PRC) and the United Arab
Emirates (UAE) would likely lead to a
continuation or recurrence of dumping
and material injury to an industry in the
United States, the Department is
publishing a notice of continuation for
these antidumping duty orders. As a
result of the ITC’s determination that
revocation of the AD order on PET Film
from Brazil is not likely to lead to the
continuation or recurrence of material
injury to an industry in the United
States, the Department is revoking this
AD order.

DATES: Effective Date: AD Brazil
Revocation: November 10, 2013; AD
PRC and UAE Continuation: February 6,
2015.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Jacqueline Arrowsmith, Office VII, AD/
CVD Operations, Enforcement and
Compliance, International Trade
Administration, U.S. Department of
Commerce, 14th Street and Constitution
Avenue NW., Washington, DC 20230;
telephone: (202) 482—5255.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background

On October 1, 2013, the Department
initiated the sunset reviews on the AD
orders on PET film from Brazil, the PRC,
and the UAE pursuant to section 751(c)
of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended
(the Act).1 As a result of the reviews, the
Department found that revocation of the
AD orders on PET Film from Brazil, the
PRC, and the UAE would likely to lead
to continuation or recurrence of
dumping, and notified the ITC of the

1 See Initiation of Five year (“Sunset”) Review, 78
FR 60253 (October 1, 2013).

margins of dumping likely to prevail
should the order be revoked.2

On January 23, 2015, the ITC
published its determination, pursuant to
section 751(c)(1) and section 752(a) of
the Act, that revocation of the AD order
on PET Film the PRC and the UAE
would be likely to lead to the
continuation or recurrence of material
injury within a reasonably foreseeable
time, but that revocation of the AD order
on PET Film from Brazil would not be
likely to do so.3

Scope of the Order

The products covered by this order
are all gauges of raw, pre-treated, or
primed PET film, whether extruded or
co-extruded. Excluded are metallized
films and other finished films that have
had at least one of their surfaces
modified by the application of a
performance-enhancing resinous or
inorganic layer more than 0.00001
inches thick. Also excluded is roller
transport cleaning film which has at
least one of its surfaces modified by
application of 0.5 micrometers of SBR
latex. Tracing and drafting film is also
excluded. PET film is classifiable under
subheading 3920.62.0090 of the
Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the
United States (HTSUS). While HTSUS
subheadings are provided for
convenience and customs purposes, our
written description of the scope of the
order is dispositive.

Scope Determinations on PET Film
From the PRC

Since these orders were published,
there was one scope determination for
PET film from the PRC, with notice of
the decision published on July 1, 2010.
In this determination, requested by
Coated Fabrics Company, the
Department determined that
Amorphous PET (“APET”), Glycol-
modified PET (“PETG”), and
coextruded APET with PETG on its
outer surfaces (“GAG Sheet”), are
within the scope of the antidumping
duty order of PET Film from the PRC.4

2 See Polyethylene Terephthalate Film, Sheet and
Strip From Brazil, the People’s Republic of China,
and the United Arab Emirates: Final Results of the
Expedited Sunset Reviews of the Antidumping Duty
Orders, 79 FR 10095, (February 24, 2014).

3 See Polyethylene Terephthalate Film, Sheet, and
Strip from Brazil, China, and the United Arab
Emirates, 80 FR 3623 (January 23, 2015). On the
same day, the ITC also determined that revocation
of the antidumping orders of PET Film from the
PRC and the UAE would lead to a continuation or
recurrence of material injury to an industry in the
United States within a reasonably foreseeable time.

4 See Notice of Scope Rulings, 75 FR 38081 (July
1, 2010).
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Continuation of the Order on PET Film
From the PRC and the UAE

As a result of the determinations by
the Department and the ITC that
revocation of these antidumping duty
orders would likely lead to a
continuation or recurrence of dumping
and material injury to an industry in the
United States, pursuant to sections
751(c) and 751(d)(2) of the Act, the
Department hereby orders the
continuation of the AD order on PET
Film from the PRC and the UAE. U.S.
Customs and Border Protection (CBP)
will continue to collect antidumping
duty cash deposits at the rates in effect
at the time of entry for all imports of
subject merchandise.

The effective date of the continuation
of this order will be the date of
publication in the Federal Register of
this notice of continuation. Pursuant to
section 751(c)(2) of the Act, the
Department intends to initiate the next
five-year review of this order not later
than 30 days prior to the fifth
anniversary of the effective date of
continuation.

Revocation of the Order on PET Film
From Brazil

As a result of the determination by the
ITC that revocation of this AD order is
not likely to lead to the continuation or
recurrence of material injury to an
industry in the United States, the
Department is revoking the AD order on
PET Film from Brazil. Pursuant to
section 751(d)(2) of the Act and 19 CFR
351.222(1)(2)(1), the effective date of
revocation is November 10, 2013 (i.e.,
the fifth anniversary of the date of
publication in the Federal Register of
the order 5).

Cash Deposit and Assessment of Duties
on PET Film From Brazil

The Department will notify U.S.
Customs and Border Protection (CBP),
15 days after the publication of this
notice, to terminate the suspension of
liquidation and to discontinue the
collection of cash deposits on entries of
PET Film from Brazil, entered or
withdrawn from warehouse, on or after
November 10, 2013. The Department
will further instruct CBP to refund with
interest all cash deposits on entries
made on or after November 10, 2013.
Entries of subject merchandise prior to
the effective date of revocation will
continue to be subject to suspension of
liquidation and AD deposit

5 See Polyethylene Terephthalate Film, Sheet, and
Strip From Brazil, the People’s Republic of China
and the United Arab Emirates: Antidumping Duty
Orders and Amended Final Determination of Sales
at Less Than Fair Value for United Arab Emirates,
73 FR 66595 (November 10, 2008).

requirements and assessments. The
Department will complete any pending
or requested administrative reviews of
the order on PET Film from Brazil
covering entries prior to November 10,
2013.

Administrative Protective Order

This notice also serves as the only
reminder to parties subject to
administrative protective order (APO) of
their responsibility concerning the
return/destruction or conversion to
judicial protective order of proprietary
information disclosed under APO in
accordance with 19 CFR 351.305(a)(3).
Failure to comply is a violation of the
APO which, may be subject to
sanctions.

This five-year (sunset) review and
notice are in accordance with sections
751(c) and 751(d)(2), and 777(i) of the
Act, and 19 CFR 351.218(f)(4).

Dated: January 30, 2015.
Paul Piquado,

Assistant Secretary for Enforcement and
Compliance.

[FR Doc. 2015—-02456 Filed 2—5-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration
[A-570-890]

Wooden Bedroom Furniture From the
People’s Republic of China:
Preliminary Results of Changed
Circumstances Review, and Intent To
Revoke Antidumping Duty Order in
Part

AGENCY: Enforcement and Compliance,
International Trade Administration,
Department of Commerce.

SUMMARY: On June 2, 2014, the
Department of Commerce (the
“Department”’) received a request for
revocation, in part, of the antidumping
duty (“AD”’) order on wooden bedroom
furniture from the People’s Republic of
China (“PRC”’) ® with respect to certain
shoe cabinets. We preliminarily
determine that the producers accounting
for substantially all of the production of
the domestic like product to which the
Order pertains lack interest in the relief
provided by the Order with respect to
certain shoe cabinets described below.
Accordingly, we intend to revoke, in
part, the Order as to imports of certain
shoe cabinets. The Department invites

1See Notice of Amended Final Determination of
Sales at Less Than Fair Value and Antidumping
Duty Order: Wooden Bedroom Furniture From the
People’s Republic of China, 70 FR 329 (January 4,
2005) (“Order”).

interested parties to comment on these
preliminary results.

DATES: Effective Date: February 6, 2015.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Thomas Martin or Howard Smith, AD/
CVD Operations, Office IV, Enforcement
and Compliance, International Trade
Administration, U.S. Department of
Commerce, 14th Street and Constitution
Avenue NW., Washington, DC 20230;
telephone: (202) 482—-3936 or (202) 482—
5193, respectively.

Background

On January 4, 2005, the Department
published the Order in the Federal
Register. On June 2, 2014, the
Department received a request on behalf
of Elements International Group LLC
(“Elements”) for a changed
circumstances review to revoke, in part,
the Order with respect to certain shoe
cabinets.? In its request, Elements stated
that the American Furniture
Manufacturing Committee for Legal
Trade and Vaughan-Basset Furniture
Company, Inc. (“Petitioners”) discussed
the scope exclusion described below
and are in agreement with the
revocation, in part. On June 3, 2014, the
Department received a letter from the
Petitioners in which they stated they
were in agreement with the proposed
scope exclusion language in Elements’
June 2, 2014, changed circumstances
review request.?

On July 15, 2014, we published the
Initiation Notice in the Federal
Register.* Because the statement
submitted by Petitioners in support of
Elements’ Request did not indicate
whether Petitioners account for
substantially all of the domestic wooden
bedroom furniture production, in the
Initiation Notice, we invited interested
parties to submit comments concerning
industry support, as well as comments
and/or factual information regarding the
changed circumstances review.> We
received no comments concerning
industry support.

Scope of the Order

The product covered by the order is
wooden bedroom furniture. Wooden

2 See Submission from Elements, “Wooden
Bedroom Furniture From the People’s Republic of
China: Request for a Changed Circumstance Review
Regarding Shoe Cabinets,” dated June 2, 2014
(“Elements’ Request”).

3 See Submission from Petitioners, “Wooden
Bedroom Furniture From The People’s Republic of
China/Petitioners’ Response to Elements’ Letter of
June 2, 2014,” dated June 3, 2014.

4 See Wooden Bedroom Furniture From the
People’s Republic of China: Notice of Initiation of
Changed Circumstances Review, and Consideration
of Revocation of the Antidumping Duty Order in
Part, 79 FR 41260 (July 15, 2014) (“Initiation
Notice”)

51d. at 41262.
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bedroom furniture is generally, but not
exclusively, designed, manufactured,
and offered for sale in coordinated
groups, or bedrooms, in which all of the
individual pieces are of approximately
the same style and approximately the
same material and/or finish. The subject
merchandise is made substantially of
wood products, including both solid
wood and also engineered wood
products made from wood particles,
fibers, or other wooden materials such
as plywood, strand board, particle
board, and fiberboard, with or without
wood veneers, wood overlays, or
laminates, with or without non-wood
components or trim such as metal,
marble, leather, glass, plastic, or other
resins, and whether or not assembled,
completed, or finished.

The subject merchandise includes the
following items: (1) Wooden beds such
as loft beds, bunk beds, and other beds;
(2) wooden headboards for beds
(whether stand-alone or attached to side
rails), wooden footboards for beds,
wooden side rails for beds, and wooden
canopies for beds; (3) night tables, night
stands, dressers, commodes, bureaus,
mule chests, gentlemen’s chests,
bachelor’s chests, lingerie chests,
wardrobes, vanities, chessers,
chifforobes, and wardrobe-type cabinets;
(4) dressers with framed glass mirrors
that are attached to, incorporated in, sit
on, or hang over the dresser; (5) chests-
on-chests,® highboys,” lowboys,8 chests
of drawers,? chests,1° door chests,11
chiffoniers,12 hutches,13 and armoires;14

6 A chest-on-chest is typically a tall chest-of-
drawers in two or more sections (or appearing to be
in two or more sections), with one or two sections
mounted (or appearing to be mounted) on a slightly
larger chest; also known as a tallboy.

7 A highboy is typically a tall chest of drawers
usually composed of a base and a top section with
drawers, and supported on four legs or a small chest
(often 15 inches or more in height).

8 A lowboy is typically a short chest of drawers,
not more than four feet high, normally set on short
legs.

9 A chest of drawers is typically a case containing
drawers for storing clothing.

10 A chest is typically a case piece taller than it
is wide featuring a series of drawers and with or
without one or more doors for storing clothing. The
piece can either include drawers or be designed as
a large box incorporating a lid.

11 A door chest is typically a chest with hinged
doors to store clothing, whether or not containing
drawers. The piece may also include shelves for
televisions and other entertainment electronics.

12 A chiffonier is typically a tall and narrow chest
of drawers normally used for storing undergarments
and lingerie, often with mirror(s) attached.

13 A hutch is typically an open case of furniture
with shelves that typically sits on another piece of
furniture and provides storage for clothes.

14 An armoire is typically a tall cabinet or
wardrobe (typically 50 inches or taller), with doors,
and with one or more drawers (either exterior below
or above the doors or interior behind the doors),
shelves, and/or garment rods or other apparatus for
storing clothes. Bedroom armoires may also be used

(6) desks, computer stands, filing
cabinets, book cases, or writing tables
that are attached to or incorporated in
the subject merchandise; and (7) other
bedroom furniture consistent with the
above list.

The scope of the order excludes the
following items: (1) Seats, chairs,
benches, couches, sofas, sofa beds,
stools, and other seating furniture; (2)
mattresses, mattress supports (including
box springs), infant cribs, water beds,
and futon frames; (3) office furniture,
such as desks, stand-up desks, computer
cabinets, filing cabinets, credenzas, and
bookcases; (4) dining room or kitchen
furniture such as dining tables, chairs,
servers, sideboards, buffets, corner
cabinets, china cabinets, and china
hutches; (5) other non-bedroom
furniture, such as television cabinets,
cocktail tables, end tables, occasional
tables, wall systems, book cases, and
entertainment systems; (6) bedroom
furniture made primarily of wicker,
cane, osier, bamboo or rattan; (7) side
rails for beds made of metal if sold
separately from the headboard and
footboard; (8) bedroom furniture in
which bentwood parts predominate; 15
(9) jewelry armories; 16 (10) cheval

to hold television receivers and/or other audio-
visual entertainment systems.

15 As used herein, bentwood means solid wood
made pliable. Bentwood is wood that is brought to
a curved shape by bending it while made pliable
with moist heat or other agency and then set by
cooling or drying. See CBP’s Headquarters Ruling
Letter 043859, dated May 17, 1976.

16 Any armoire, cabinet or other accent item for
the purpose of storing jewelry, not to exceed 24
inches in width, 18 inches in depth, and 49 inches
in height, including a minimum of 5 lined drawers
lined with felt or felt-like material, at least one side
door (whether or not the door is lined with felt or
felt-like material), with necklace hangers, and a flip-
top lid with inset mirror. See Issues and Decision
Memorandum from Laurel LaCivita to Laurie
Parkhill, Office Director, concerning “‘Jewelry
Armoires and Cheval Mirrors in the Antidumping
Duty Investigation of Wooden Bedroom Furniture
from the People’s Republic of China,” dated August
31, 2004. See also Wooden Bedroom Furniture From
the People’s Republic of China: Final Changed
Circumstances Review, and Determination To
Revoke Order in Part, 71 FR 38621 (July 7, 2006).

mirrors; 17 (11) certain metal parts; 18
(12) mirrors that do not attach to,
incorporate in, sit on, or hang over a
dresser if they are not designed and
marketed to be sold in conjunction with
a dresser as part of a dresser-mirror set;
(13) upholstered beds 19; and (14) toy
boxes.20

Imports of subject merchandise are
classified under subheadings
9403.50.9042 and 9403.50.9045 of the

17 Cheval mirrors are any framed, tiltable mirror
with a height in excess of 50 inches that is mounted
on a floor-standing, hinged base. Additionally, the
scope of the order excludes combination cheval
mirror/jewelry cabinets. The excluded merchandise
is an integrated piece consisting of a cheval mirror,
i.e., a framed tiltable mirror with a height in excess
of 50 inches, mounted on a floor-standing, hinged
base, the cheval mirror serving as a door to a
cabinet back that is integral to the structure of the
mirror and which constitutes a jewelry cabinet line
with fabric, having necklace and bracelet hooks,
mountings for rings and shelves, with or without a
working lock and key to secure the contents of the
jewelry cabinet back to the cheval mirror, and no
drawers anywhere on the integrated piece. The fully
assembled piece must be at least 50 inches in
height, 14.5 inches in width, and 3 inches in depth.
See Wooden Bedroom Furniture From the People’s
Republic of China: Final Changed Circumstances
Review and Determination To Revoke Order in Part,
72 FR 948 (January 9, 2007).

18 Metal furniture parts and unfinished furniture
parts made of wood products (as defined above)
that are not otherwise specifically named in this
scope (i.e., wooden headboards for beds, wooden
footboards for beds, wooden side rails for beds, and
wooden canopies for beds) and that do not possess
the essential character of wooden bedroom
furniture in an unassembled, incomplete, or
unfinished form. Such parts are usually classified
under HTSUS subheadings 9403.90.7005,
9403.90.7010, or 9403.90.7080.

19 Upholstered beds that are completely
upholstered, i.e., containing filling material and
completely covered in sewn genuine leather,
synthetic leather, or natural or synthetic decorative
fabric. To be excluded, the entire bed (headboards,
footboards, and side rails) must be upholstered
except for bed feet, which may be of wood, metal,
or any other material and which are no more than
nine inches in height from the floor. See Wooden
Bedroom Furniture From the People’s Republic of
China: Final Results of Changed Circumstances
Review and Determination to Revoke Order in Part,
72 FR 7013 (February 14, 2007).

20 To be excluded the toy box must: (1) Be wider
than it is tall; (2) have dimensions within 16 inches
to 27 inches in height, 15 inches to 18 inches in
depth, and 21 inches to 30 inches in width; (3) have
a hinged lid that encompasses the entire top of the
box; (4) not incorporate any doors or drawers; (5)
have slow-closing safety hinges; (6) have air vents;
(7) have no locking mechanism; and (8) comply
with American Society for Testing and Materials
(“ASTM”) standard F963—-03. Toy boxes are boxes
generally designed for the purpose of storing
children’s items such as toys, books, and
playthings. See Wooden Bedroom Furniture From
the People’s Republic of China: Final Results of
Changed Circumstances Review and Determination
to Revoke Order in Part, 74 FR 8506 (February 25,
2009). Further, as determined in the scope ruling
memorandum “Wooden Bedroom Furniture from
the People’s Republic of China: Scope Ruling on a
White Toy Box,” dated July 6, 2009, the
dimensional ranges used to identify the toy boxes
that are excluded from the wooden bedroom
furniture order apply to the box itself rather than
the lid.
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HTSUS as “wooden . . . beds” and
under subheading 9403.50.9080 of the
HTSUS as “other. . . wooden furniture
of a kind used in the bedroom.” In
addition, wooden headboards for beds,
wooden footboards for beds, wooden
side rails for beds, and wooden canopies
for beds may also be entered under
subheading 9403.50.9042 or
9403.50.9045 of the HTSUS as “parts of
wood.” Subject merchandise may also
be entered under subheadings
9403.50.9041, 9403.60.8081, or
9403.20.0018. Further, framed glass
mirrors may be entered under
subheading 7009.92.1000 or
7009.92.5000 of the HTSUS as ‘“‘glass
mirrors . . . framed.” The order covers
all wooden bedroom furniture meeting
the above description, regardless of
tariff classification. Although the
HTSUS subheadings are provided for
convenience and customs purposes, our
written description of the scope of this
proceeding is dispositive.

Scope of Changed Circumstances
Review

The products covered by this changed
circumstances review are shoe cabinets
31.5-33.5 inches wide by 15.5-17.5
inches deep by 34.5-36.5 inches high.
They are designed strictly to store shoes,
which are intended to be aligned in
rows perpendicular to the wall along
which the cabinet is positioned. Shoe
cabinets do not have drawers, rods, or
other indicia for the storage of clothing
other than shoes. The cabinets are not
designed, manufactured, or offered for
sale in coordinated groups or sets and
are made substantially of wood, have
two to four shelves inside them, and are
covered by doors. The doors often have
blinds that are designed to allow air
circulation and release of bad odors.
The doors themselves may be made of
wood or glass. The depth of the shelves
does not exceed 14”. Each shoe cabinet
has doors, adjustable shelving, and
ventilation holes.

Preliminary Results of Changed
Circumstances Review, and Intent To
Revoke the Order, in Part

Pursuant to section 751(d)(1) of the
Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (the
“Act”), and 19 CFR 351.222(g), the
Department may revoke an AD order, in
whole or in part, based on a review
under section 751(b) of the Act (i.e., a
changed circumstances review). Section
751(b)(1) of the Act requires a changed
circumstances review to be conducted
upon receipt of a request which shows
changed circumstances sufficient to
warrant a review. Section 782(h)(2) of
the Act gives the Department the
authority to revoke an order if producers

accounting for substantially all of the
production of the domestic like product
have expressed a lack of interest in the
order. 19 CFR 351.222(g) provides that
the Department will conduct a changed
circumstances review under 19 CFR
351.216, and may revoke an order (in
whole or in part), if it concludes that (i)
producers accounting for substantially
all of the production of the domestic
like product to which the order pertains
have expressed a lack of interest in the
relief provided by the order, in whole or
in part, or (ii) if other changed
circumstances sufficient to warrant
revocation exist. Both the Act and the
Department’s regulations require that
“substantially all” domestic producers
express a lack of interest in the order for
the Department to revoke the order, in
whole or in part.2? The Department has
interpreted ‘‘substantially all” to
represent producers accounting for at
least 85 percent of U.S. production of
the domestic like product.22

On June 2, 2014, Elements requested
that the Department expedite the
changed circumstances review.23 The
Department’s regulations do not specify
a deadline for the issuance of
preliminary results of a changed
circumstances review, but provide that
the Department will issue the final
results of review within 270 days after
the date on which the changed
circumstances review is initiated, or
within 45 days if all parties to the
proceeding agree to the outcome of the
review.24 The Department did not issue
a combined notice of initiation and
preliminary results because, as
discussed above, the statement provided
by Petitioners and offered in support of
Elements’ Request does not indicate
whether Petitioners account for
substantially all domestic wooden
bedroom furniture production.25 Thus,
the Department did not determine in the
Initiation Notice that producers
accounting for substantially all of the
production of the domestic like product
lacked interest in the continued
application of the Order as to certain
shoe cabinets. Further, the Department
requested interested party comments on

21 See Section 782(h) of the Act and 19 CFR
351.222(g).

22 See Honey From Argentina; Antidumping and
Countervailing Duty Changed Circumstances
Reviews; Preliminary Intent to Revoke Antidumping
and Countervailing Duty Orders, 77 FR 67790,
67791 (November 14, 2012), unchanged in Honey
From Argentina; Final Results of Antidumping and
Countervailing Duty Changed Circumstances
Reviews; Revocation of Antidumping and
Countervailing Duty Orders, 77 FR 77029
(December 31, 2012) (“Honey from Argentina”).

23 See Elements’ Request.

2419 CFR 351.216(e).

25 See Initiation Notice.

the issue of domestic industry support
of a partial revocation.26 Because the
Department received no comments
concerning a lack of industry support or
opposing initiation of the changed
circumstances review of the Order, the
Department now preliminarily finds
that producers accounting for
substantially all of the production of the
domestic like product lack interest in
the relief afforded by the Order with
respect to the certain shoe cabinets
described in Elements’ Request. We
request comment from interested parties
on that preliminary finding before
issuing the final results of this review.2?

As noted in the Initiation Notice,
Elements requested the revocation of the
Order, in part, and supported its
request. In light of Elements’ Request
and the interested party comments
received during the comment period, we
preliminarily conclude that changed
circumstances warrant revocation of the
Order, in part, because the producers
accounting for substantially all of the
production of the domestic like product
to which the Order pertains lack interest
in the relief provided by the Order with
respect to the certain shoe cabinets that
are the subject of Elements’ Request.

Accordingly, we are notifying the
public of our intent to revoke the Order,
in part, with respect to certain shoe
cabinets. We intend to revoke the Order
as to certain shoe cabinets by including
the following language in the scope of
the Order:

Also excluded from the scope are
certain shoe cabinets 31.5-33.5 inches
wide by 15.5-17.5 inches deep by 34.5—
36.5 inches high. They are designed
strictly to store shoes, which are
intended to be aligned in rows
perpendicular to the wall along which
the cabinet is positioned. Shoe cabinets
do not have drawers, rods, or other
indicia for the storage of clothing other
than shoes. The cabinets are not
designed, manufactured, or offered for

26 Id.

27 See, e.g., Honey From Argentina; Aluminum
Extrusions From the People’s Republic of China:
Preliminary Results of Changed Circumstances
Reviews, and Intent To Revoke Antidumping and
Countervailing Duty Orders in Part, 78 FR 66895,
66897 (November 7, 2013), unchanged in
Aluminum Extrusions From the People’s Republic
of China: Final Results of Changed Circumstances
Reviews; Partial Revocation of Antidumping and
Countervailing Duty Orders, 79 FR 634 (January 6,
2014); Wooden Bedroom Furniture From the
People’s Republic of China: Preliminary Results of
Changed Circumstances Review, and Intent To
Revoke Antidumping Duty Order in Part, 79 FR
48727, 48729 (August 18, 2014)), unchanged in
Wooden Bedroom Furniture From the People’s
Republic of China: Final Results of Changed
Circumstances Review, and Revocation of
Antidumping Duty Order, in Part, 79 FR 64569
(October 30, 2014); see also 19 CFR 351.222(g)(1)(v).
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sale in coordinated groups or sets and
are made substantially of wood, have
two to four shelves inside them, and are
covered by doors. The doors often have
blinds that are designed to allow air
circulation and release of bad odors.
The doors themselves may be made of
wood or glass. The depth of the shelves
does not exceed 14 inches. Each shoe
cabinet has doors, adjustable shelving,
and ventilation holes.

Public Comment

Interested parties are invited to
comment on these preliminary results in
accordance with 19 CFR
351.309(c)(1)(ii). If an interested party is
of the view that certain arguments
continue to be relevant to the
Department’s final results of this review,
that interested party is required to file
a case brief containing all such
arguments, including any such
arguments presented to the Department
before the date of publication of the
preliminary results, pursuant to 19 CFR
351.309(c)(2). Written comments may be
submitted no later than 10 days after the
date of publication of these preliminary
results. Rebuttals to written comments,
limited to issues raised in such
comments, may be filed no later than
seven days after the due date for
comments. All comments are to be filed
electronically using Enforcement and
Compliance’s Antidumping and
Countervailing Duty Centralized
Electronic Service System (““ACCESS”)
which is available to registered users at
http://access.trade.gov and in the
Central Records Unit, Room 7046 of the
main Department of Commerce
building. Comments must also be served
on interested parties.28 An
electronically filed document must be
received successfully in its entirety by
ACCESS by 5:00 p.m. Eastern Standard
Time on the day it is due.29

The Department will issue the final
results of this changed circumstances
review, which will include its analysis
of any written comments, no later than
270 days after the date on which this
review was initiated.

If, in the final results of this review,
the Department continues to determine
that changed circumstances warrant the
revocation of the Order, in part, we will
instruct U.S. Customs and Border
Protection (“CBP”’) to liquidate without
regard to antidumping duties, and to
refund any estimated antidumping
duties, on all unliquidated entries of the
merchandise covered by the revocation
that are not covered by the final results

28 See 19 CFR 351.303(f).
29 See 19 CFR 351.310(c).

of an administrative review or automatic
liquidation.

The current requirement for cash
deposits of estimated antidumping
duties on all entries of subject
merchandise will continue unless until
they are modified pursuant to the final
results of this changed circumstances
review.

These preliminary results of review
and notice are in accordance with
sections 751(b) and 777(1) of the Act and
19 CFR 351.221 and 19 CFR 351.222.

Dated: January 30, 2015.

Paul Piquado,

Assistant Secretary for Enforcement and
Compliance.

[FR Doc. 2015-02448 Filed 2-5-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration

[A-520-804]

Certain Steel Nails From the United
Arab Emirates: Preliminary Results of
Antidumping Duty Administrative
Review; 2013-2014

AGENCY: Enforcement and Compliance,
International Trade Administration,
Department of Commerce.

SUMMARY: The Department of Commerce
(the Department) is conducting an
administrative review of the
antidumping duty order on certain steel
nails (nails) from the United Arab
Emirates (UAE). The period of review
(POR) is May 1, 2013, through April 30,
2014. The review covers two producers/
exporters of the subject merchandise,
Dubai Wire FZE (Dubai Wire) and
Precision Fasteners, L.L.C. (Precision).
We preliminarily find that Dubai Wire
and Precision sold subject merchandise
at less than normal value in the United
States during the POR. Interested parties
are invited to comment on these
preliminary results.

DATES: Effective Date: February 6, 2015.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Dmitry Vladimirov or Michael Romani,
AD/CVD Operations, Office I,
Enforcement and Compliance,
International Trade Administration,
U.S. Department of Commerce, 14th
Street and Constitution Avenue NW.,
Washington, DC 20230; telephone: (202)
482-0665, and (202) 482—0198,
respectively.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Scope of the Order

The merchandise subject to the
Order? is nails from the UAE. The
products are currently classifiable under
the Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the
United States (HTSUS) subheadings
7317.00.55, 7317.00.65, and 7317.00.75.
Although the HTSUS numbers are
provided for convenience and customs
purposes, the written product
description remains dispositive.2

Methodology

The Department has determined the
weighted-average dumping margins for
Dubai Wire and Precision based on facts
otherwise available pursuant to section
776(a) of the Tariff Act of 1930, as
amended (the Act). For a full
description of the methodology
underlying our conclusions, see
Preliminary Decision Memorandum.
The Preliminary Decision Memorandum
is a public document and is on file
electronically via Enforcement and
Compliance’s Antidumping and
Countervailing Duty Centralized
Electronic Service System (ACCESS).3
ACCESS is available to registered users
at http://access.trade.gov and to all
parties in the Central Records Unit,
room 7046 of the main Department of
Commerce building. In addition, a
complete version of the Preliminary
Decision Memorandum can be accessed
directly on the Internet at http://
enforcement.trade.gov/frn/index.html.
A list of the topics discussed in the
Preliminary Decision Memorandum is
attached as an Appendix to this notice.

Preliminary Results of Review

As a result of this review, we
preliminarily determine that the
following weighted-average dumping
margins on steel nails from the UAE
exist for the period May 1, 2013,

1 See Certain Steel Nails from the United Arab
Emirates: Amended Final Determination of Sales at
Less Than Fair Value and Antidumping Duty Order,
77 FR 27421 (May 10, 2012) (Order).

2 A full description of the scope of the Order is
contained in the memorandum to Paul Piquado,
Assistant Secretary for Enforcement and
Compliance, from Christian Marsh, Deputy
Assistant Secretary for Antidumping and
Countervailing Duty Operations, ““Certain Steel
Nails from the United Arab Emirates: Decision
Memorandum for Preliminary Results of
Antidumping Duty Administrative Review; 2013—
2014,” dated concurrently with and hereby adopted
by this notice (Preliminary Decision Memorandum).

30n November 24, 2014, Enforcement and
Compliance changed the name of Enforcement and
Compliance’s AD and CVD Centralized Electronic
Service System (IA ACCESS) to AD and CVD
Centralized Electronic Service System (ACCESS).
The Web site location was changed from http://
Iiaaccess.trade.gov to http://access.trade.gov. The
Final Rule changing the references to the
Regulations can be found at 79 FR 69046
(November 20, 2014).


http://enforcement.trade.gov/frn/index.html
http://enforcement.trade.gov/frn/index.html
http://iaaccess.trade.gov
http://iaaccess.trade.gov
http://access.trade.gov
http://access.trade.gov
http://access.trade.gov
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through April 30, 2014, at the following
rates:

Weighted-average
Company dumping margin
(percent)
Dubai Wire FZE ............ 18.13
Precision Fasteners,
LLC. e 184.41

Public Comment

Pursuant to 19 CFR 351.309(c),
interested parties may submit cases
briefs not later than 30 days after the
date of publication of this notice.
Rebuttal briefs, limited to issues raised
in the case briefs, may be filed not later
than five days after the date for filing
case briefs.4 Parties who submit case
briefs or rebuttal briefs in this
proceeding are encouraged to submit
with each argument: (1) A statement of
the issue; (2) a brief summary of the
argument; and (3) a table of authorities.?

Pursuant to 19 CFR 351.310(c),
interested parties who wish to request a
hearing, or to participate if one is
requested, must submit a written
request to the Assistant Secretary for
Enforcement and Compliance, filed
electronically via ACCESS. An
electronically filed hearing request must
be received successfully in its entirety
by the Department’s electronic records
system, ACCESS, by 5 p.m. Eastern
Time within 30 days after the date of
publication of this notice. Requests
should contain: (1) The party’s name,
address and telephone number; (2) the
number of participants; and (3) a list of
issues to be discussed. Issues raised in
the hearing will be limited to those
raised in the respective case and
rebuttal briefs. The Department intends
to issue the final results of this
administrative review, including the
results of its analysis of the issues raised
in any written briefs, not later than 120
days after the date of publication of this
notice, unless extended, pursuant to
section 751(a)(3)(A) of the Act and 19
CFR 351.213(h)(1).

Assessment Rates

Upon issuance of the final results, the
Department shall determine and U.S.
Customs and Border Protection (CBP)
shall assess antidumping duties on all
appropriate entries covered by this
review. If we continue to rely on facts
available to establish Dubai Wire’s and
Precision’s weighted-average dumping
margins, we will instruct CBP to apply
an ad valorem assessment rates of 18.13
percent and 184.41 percent,

4 See 19 CFR 351.309(d).
51d.; see also 19 CFR 351.303 (for general filing
requirements).

respectively, to all entries of subject
merchandise during the POR which
were produced and/or exported by
Dubai Wire and Precision, respectively,
in accordance with 19 CFR
351.212(b)(1).

We intend to issue instructions to
CBP 15 days after publication of the
final results of this review.

Cash Deposit Requirements

The following deposit requirements
will be effective upon publication of the
notice of final results of administrative
review for all shipments of nails from
the UAE entered, or withdrawn from
warehouse, for consumption on or after
the date of publication as provided by
section 751(a)(2) of the Act: (1) The cash
deposit rates for Dubai Wire and
Precision will be the rates established in
the final results of this administrative
review; (2) for previously reviewed or
investigated companies not listed above,
the cash deposit rate will continue to be
the company-specific rate published for
the most recently completed segment of
this proceeding; (3) if the exporter is not
a firm covered in this review, a prior
review, or the original investigation but
the manufacturer is, the cash deposit
rate will be the rate established for the
manufacturer of the merchandise for the
most recently completed segment of this
proceeding; (4) the cash deposit rate for
all other manufacturers or exporters will
continue to be 4.30 percent.® These cash
deposit requirements, when imposed,
shall remain in effect until further
notice.

Notification to Importers

This notice serves as a preliminary
reminder to importers of their
responsibility under 19 CFR
351.402(f)(2) to file a certificate
regarding the reimbursement of
antidumping duties prior to liquidation
of the relevant entries during this
review period. Failure to comply with
this requirement could result in the
Secretary’s presumption that
reimbursement of antidumping duties
occurred and the subsequent assessment
of double antidumping duties.

We are issuing and publishing these
results in accordance with sections
751(a)(1) and 777(i)(1) of the Act, and 19
CFR 351.213(h)(1).

6 The all-others rate established in the Order.

Dated: February 2, 2015.
Paul Piquado,

Assistant Secretary for Enforcement and
Compliance.

Appendix—List of Topics Discussed in
the Preliminary Decision Memorandum

Summary
Background
Scope of the Order
Facts Available
Dubai Wire
Precision
Corroboration of Information Used as Facts
Available
(a) Dubai Wire
(b) Precision
Duty Absorption
Recommendation

[FR Doc. 2015-02453 Filed 2-5—15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Institute of Standards and
Technology

Proposed Information Collection;
Comment Request; Survey of the Need
for the Improvement of the Infrared
Reflectance Measurements Standards

AGENCY: National Institute of Standards
and Technology (NIST), Commerce.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Department of
Commerce, as part of its continuing
effort to reduce paperwork and
respondent burden, invites the general
public and other Federal agencies to
take this opportunity to comment on
proposed and/or continuing information
collections, as required by the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995.
DATES: Written comments must be
submitted on or before April 7, 2015.
ADDRESSES: Direct all written comments
to Jennifer Jessup, Departmental
Paperwork Clearance Officer,
Department of Commerce, Room 6616,
14th and Constitution Avenue NW.,
Washington, DC 20230 (or via the
Internet at JJessup@doc.gov).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Requests for additional information or
copies of the information collection
instrument and instructions should be
directed to Leonard Hanssen, Sensor
Science Division, NIST, 100 Bureau Dr.,
Stop 8442, Gaithersburg, MD 20899-
8442, telephone: 301-975-2344,
hanssen@nist.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
1. Abstract

NIST plans to survey members of the
infrared optical properties measurement
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community concerning their needs for
standard reference materials, calibration
services, workshops, courses, and other
means for improvement of the quality of
their measurement data and traceability
to national standards.

II. Method of Collection

The survey will be delivered in
electronic format as a WORD Form
document. It will be sent as an email
attachment to the survey participants.
The participants will return the filled
out forms to NIST, similarly via email.

II1. Data

OMB Control Number: 0693—0065.
Form Number(s): None.

Type of Review: Extension without
change of a Regular submission.

Affected Public: Businesses, academic
institutions, and Federal government.

Estimated Number of Respondents:
30.

Estimated Time Per Response: 30
minutes.

Estimated Total Annual Burden
Hours: 15.

Estimated Total Annual Cost to
Public: $1,500.

IV. Request for Comments

Comments are invited on: (a) Whether
the proposed collection of information
is necessary for the proper performance
of the functions of the agency, including
whether the information shall have
practical utility; (b) the accuracy of the
agency’s estimate of the burden
(including hours and cost) of the
proposed collection of information; (c)
ways to enhance the quality, utility, and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and (d) ways to minimize the
burden of the collection of information
on respondents, including through the
use of automated collection techniques
or other forms of information
technology.

Comments submitted in response to
this notice will be summarized and/or
included in the request for OMB
approval of this information collection;
they also will become a matter of public
record.

Dated: February 2, 2015.
Glenna Mickelson,

Management Analyst, Office of the Chief
Information Officer.

[FR Doc. 2015—-02340 Filed 2-5-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

RIN 0648-XD756

Endangered and Threatened Species;
Initiation of 5-Year Reviews for 32
Listed Species of Pacific Salmon and
Steelhead, Puget Sound Rockfishes,
and Eulachon

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Notice of initiation of 5-year
reviews; request for information.

SUMMARY: We, NMFS, announce 5-year
reviews of 32 species listed under the
Endangered Species Act of 1973, as
amended (ESA): 17 evolutionarily
significant units (ESUs) of Pacific
salmon (Oncorhynchus spp.); 11 distinct
population segments (DPSs) of steelhead
(Oncorhynchus mykiss); the Puget
Sound/Georgia Basin DPSs of yelloweye
rockfish (Sebastes ruberrimus), canary
rockfish (S. pinniger), and bocaccio
rockfish (S. paucispinis); and the
southern DPS of eulachon (Thaleichthys
pacificus). The purpose of these reviews
is to ensure the accuracy of the listing
classifications of these threatened and
endangered species. The 5-year reviews
will be based on the best scientific and
commercial data available at the time of
the reviews; therefore, we request
submission of any such information on
these ESUs and DPSs that has become
available since the original listing
determinations, or since the species’
status was last updated. Based on the
results of these 5-year reviews, we will
make the requisite determinations under
the ESA.

DATES: To allow us adequate time to
conduct these reviews, we must receive
your information no later than May 7,
2015. However, we will continue to
accept new information about any listed
species at any time.

ADDRESSES: You may submit
information on this document,
identified by NOAA-NMFS-2015-0021,
by any of the following methods:

e Electronic Submissions: Submit all
electronic public comments via the
Federal e-Rulemaking Portal
www.regulations.gov. To submit
comments via the e-Rulemaking Portal,
first click the “submit a comment” icon,
then enter NOAA-NMFS-2015-0021 in
the keyword search. Locate the
document you wish to comment on
from the resulting list and click on the
“Submit a Comment” icon on the right
of that line.

¢ Mail or hand-delivery: Dr. Scott
Rumsey, NMFS, West Coast Region,
1201 NE Lloyd Blvd., Suite 1100,
Portland, OR 97232.

Instructions: Comments must be
submitted by one of the above methods
to ensure that the comments are
received, documented, and considered
by NMFS. Comments sent by any other
method, to any other address or
individual, or received after the end of
the comment period, may not be
considered. All comments received are
a part of the public record and will
generally be posted for public viewing
on www.regulations.gov without change.
All personal identifying information
(e.g., name, address, etc.) submitted
voluntarily by the sender will be
publicly accessible. Do not submit
confidential business information, or
otherwise sensitive or protected
information. NMFS will accept
anonymous comments (enter “N/A” in
the required fields if you wish to remain
anonymous).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Dr.
Scott Rumsey at the above address, by
phone at (503) 872-2791, or by email at
scott.rumsey@noaa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section
4(c)(2)(A) of the ESA requires that we
conduct a review of listed species at
least once every five years. On the basis
of such reviews, we determine under
section 4(c)(2)(B) whether a species
should be delisted, or reclassified from
endangered to threatened or from
threatened to endangered.

We will undertake reviews for the
following 17 Pacific salmon ESUs: (1)
Sacramento River winter-run Chinook
salmon, (2) Upper Columbia River
spring-run Chinook salmon, (3) Snake
River spring/summer-run Chinook
salmon; (4) Central Valley spring-run
Chinook salmon: (5) California Coastal
Chinook salmon; (6) Puget Sound
Chinook salmon; (7) Lower Columbia
River Chinook salmon; (8) Upper
Willamette River Chinook salmon; (9)
Snake River fall-run Chinook salmon;
(10) Hood Canal summer-run chum
salmon; (11) Columbia River chum
salmon; (12) Central California Coast
coho salmon; (13) Southern Oregon/
Northern California Coast coho salmon;
(14) Lower Columbia River coho
salmon; (15) Oregon Coast coho salmon;
(16) Snake River sockeye salmon; and
(17) Ozette Lake sockeye salmon. We
will undertake reviews for the following
11 steelhead DPSs: (1) Southern
California; (2) Upper Columbia River;
(3) Middle Columbia River; (4) Snake
River Basin; (5) Lower Columbia River;
(6) Upper Willamette; (7) South-Central
California Coast; (8) Central California
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Coast; (9) Northern California; (10)
California Central Valley; and (11) Puget
Sound. We will also conduct reviews for
4 non-salmonid DPSs: the three Puget
Sound/Georgia Basin rockfish DPSs of
yelloweye rockfish, canary rockfish, and
bocaccio rockfish; and the southern DPS
of eulachon. Information about these 32
ESUs and DPSs can be found at our
West Coast regional Web site: http://
www.westcoast.fisheries.noaa.gov.

Our regulations for periodic reviews
at 50 CFR 424.21 require that we
publish a notice in the Federal Register
announcing those species currently
under active review. This notice
announces our active reviews of the
ESUs and DPSs listed above. Any
change in listing classification would
require a separate rulemaking process.

Determining if a Species Is Threatened
or Endangered

Section 4(a)(1) of the ESA requires
that we determine whether a species is
endangered or threatened based on one
or more of the five following factors: (1)
The present or threatened destruction,
modification, or curtailment of its
habitat or range; (2) overutilization for
commercial, recreational, scientific, or
educational purposes; (3) disease or
predation; (4) the inadequacy of existing
regulatory mechanisms; or (5) other
natural or manmade factors affecting its
continued existence. Section 4(b) also
requires that our determination be made
on the basis of the best scientific and
commercial data available after taking
into account those efforts, if any, being
made to protect such species.

Application of the ESU and DPS
Policies

NMEFS is responsible for determining
whether species, subspecies, or DPSs of
marine and anadromous species are
threatened or endangered under the
ESA. For Pacific salmon, we use our
Policy on Applying the Definition of
Species under the ESA to Pacific
Salmon (ESU Policy) (56 FR 58612) in
determining the appropriate taxonomic
unit for listing consideration. Under this
policy, populations of salmon that are
substantially reproductively isolated
from other conspecific populations and
that represent an important component
in the evolutionary legacy of the
biological species are considered to be
an ESU. In our listing determinations for
Pacific salmon under the ESA, we have
treated an ESU as constituting a DPS,
and hence a ““species,” under the ESA.

For non-salmon species, including
steelhead, NMFS applies the joint U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service-NMFS DPS
policy (61 FR 4722) in identifying the
appropriate taxonomic unit for listing

consideration. Under this policy, a DPS
must be discrete from other conspecific
populations, and it must be significant
to its taxon. A group of organisms is
discrete if it is “markedly separated
from other populations of the same
taxon as a consequence of physical,
physiological, ecological, and
behavioral factors.” Under the DPS
Policy, if a population group is
determined to be discrete, the agency
must then consider whether it is
significant to the taxon to which it
belongs. Considerations in evaluating
the significance of a discrete population
include: (1) Persistence of the discrete
population in an unusual or unique
ecological setting for the taxon; (2)
evidence that the loss of the discrete
population segment would cause a
significant gap in the taxon’s range; (3)
evidence that the discrete population
segment represents the only surviving
natural occurrence of a taxon that may
be more abundant elsewhere outside its
historical geographic range; or (4)
evidence that the discrete population
has marked genetic differences from
other populations of the species.

On June 28, 2005, we announced a
final policy addressing the role of
artificially propagated (hatchery
produced) Pacific salmon and steelhead
in listing determinations under the ESA
(70 FR 37204). Specifically, this policy:
(1) Establishes criteria for including
hatchery stocks in ESUs and DPSs; (2)
provides direction for considering
hatchery fish in extinction risk
assessments of ESUs and DPSs; (3)
requires that hatchery fish determined
to be part of an ESU will be included
in any listing of the ESU; (4) affirms
NMFS’ commitment to conserving
natural salmon and steelhead
populations and the ecosystems upon
which they depend; and (5) affirms
NMFS’ commitment to fulfilling trust
and treaty obligations with regard to the
harvest of some Pacific salmon and
steelhead populations, consistent with
the conservation and recovery of listed
salmon and steelhead ESUs.

Public Solicitation of New Information

The 5-year reviews will consider the
best scientific and commercial data
available, particularly new information
that has become available since the
species’ previous status review. Our
Northwest and Southwest Fisheries
Science Centers will assist the West
Coast Region in gathering and analyzing
this information. To ensure that the 5-
year reviews are complete and based on
the best available information, we are
soliciting new information from the
public, concerned governmental
agencies, tribes, the scientific

community, industry, environmental
entities, and any other interested parties
concerning the status of the salmon
ESUs as well as the steelhead, rockfish,
and eulachon DPSs listed above.

Specifically, we request new
information that has become available
since the respective species’ previous
status review on: (1) Population
abundance; (2) population productivity;
(3) changes in species distribution or
population spatial structure; (4) genetics
or other indicators of diversity; (5)
changes in habitat conditions and
associated limiting factors and threats;
(6) conservation measures that have
been implemented that benefit the
species, including monitoring data
demonstrating the effectiveness of such
measures in addressing identified
limiting factors or threats; (7) data
concerning the status and trends of
identified limiting factors or threats; (8)
information that may affect
determinations regarding the
composition of an ESU or DPS; (9) for
Pacific salmon and steelhead,
information on changes to hatchery
programs that may affect determinations
regarding their ESU or DPS
membership; (10) information on
targeted harvest (commercial, tribal, and
recreational) and bycatch of the species;
and (11) other new information, data, or
corrections including, but not limited
to, taxonomic or nomenclatural changes,
identification of erroneous information
in the previous listing determination,
and improved analytical methods for
evaluating extinction risk. Previous
status reviews and supporting
information are available on the internet
at: http://
www.westcoast.fisheries.noaa.gov/
publications/status reviews/salmon
steelhead/2011_status reviews_of
listed salmon_steelhead.html.

With respect to Puget Sound/Strait of
Georgia DPSs of yelloweye, canary, and
bocaccio rockfish we also request any
new information concerning: Species’
spatial distribution and habitat
associations of larval, young of the year,
and adult fish in the nearshore and deep
waters; the effectiveness of regulations
to protect and restore rockfish habitats;
genetics; effects of contaminants on
species productivity, growth, or
survival; effects of climate change and
ocean acidification on these rockfish
species; catch or bycatch of these
species in specific fisheries, including
information on the ability of anglers to
properly identify rockfish by species;
the effectiveness of fisheries
management in reducing impacts on
these rockfish species; efforts to remove
and prevent derelict fishing gear;
enumeration of bycatch by derelict
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fishing gear; and the use and
effectiveness of devices designed to
reduce the effects of barotrauma in
rockfish bycatch.

With respect to the southern DPS of
eulachon, we also request any new
information concerning: Species’ spatial
distribution and abundance in
freshwater and marine environments;
genetics; the effects of natural climate
variability and anthropogenically forced
climate change on eulachon and their
freshwater and marine habitat; the
effects of ocean acidification on
eulachon; eulachon bycatch in the
ocean shrimp fisheries; predation on
eulachon; and the effects of dams and
large-scale water control structures on
estuary-plume environments and
eulachon.

If you wish to provide information for
these 5-year reviews, see ADDRESSES for
instructions. We request that all
information be accompanied by: (1)
Supporting documentation such as
maps, bibliographic references, or
reprints of pertinent publications. We
also would appreciate the submitter’s
name, address, and any association,
institution, or business that the person
represents; however, anonymous
submissions will also be accepted.

Authority: 16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

Dated: February 2, 2015.

Angela Somma,
Chief, Endangered Species Division, Office

of Protected Resources, National Marine
Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc. 2015—-02337 Filed 2-5-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-P

BUREAU OF CONSUMER FINANCIAL
PROTECTION

Consumer Advisory Board Meeting

AGENCY: Bureau of Consumer Financial
Protection.

ACTION: Notice of public meeting.

SUMMARY: This notice sets forth the
announcement of a public meeting of
the Consumer Advisory Board (CAB or
Board) of the Consumer Financial
Protection Bureau (Bureau). The notice
also describes the functions of the
Board. Notice of the meeting is
permitted by section 6 of the CAB
Charter and is intended to notify the
public of this meeting. Specifically,
Section X of the CAB Charter states:

(1) Each meeting of the Board shall be
open to public observation, to the extent
that a facility is available to
accommodate the public, unless the
Bureau, in accordance with paragraph
(4) of this section, determines that the

meeting shall be closed. The Bureau
also will make reasonable efforts to
make the meetings available to the
public through live web streaming. (2)
Notice of the time, place and purpose of
each meeting, as well as a summary of
the proposed agenda, shall be published
in the Federal Register not more than 45
or less than 15 days prior to the
scheduled meeting date. Shorter notice
may be given when the Bureau
determines that the Board’s business so
requires; in such event, the public will
be given notice at the earliest
practicable time. (3) Minutes of
meetings, records, reports, studies, and
agenda of the Board shall be posted on
the Bureau’s Web site
(www.consumerfinance.gov). (4) The
Bureau may close to the public a portion
of any meeting, for confidential
discussion. If the Bureau closes a
meeting or any portion of a meeting, the
Bureau will issue, at least annually, a
summary of the Board’s activities during
such closed meetings or portions of
meetings.

DATES: The meeting date is Thursday,
February 19, 2015, 10:00 a.m. to 4:00
p-m. Eastern Standard Time.
ADDRESSES: The meeting location is
Consumer Financial Protection Bureau,
Auditorium, 1275 First Street NE.,
Washington, DC 20002.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Jennifer Draper, Consumer Advisory
Board & Councils, External Affairs, 1700
G Street NW., Washington, DC 20552;
telephone: 202—435-7176; CFPB_
CABandCouncilsEvents@cfpb.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Background

Section 1014(a) of the Dodd-Frank
Wall Street Reform and Consumer
Protection Act (http://www.sec.gov/
about/laws/wallstreetreform-cpa.pdf)
(Dodd-Frank Act) provides: “The
Director shall establish a Consumer
Advisory Board to advise and consult
with the Bureau in the exercise of its
functions under the Federal consumer
financial laws, and to provide
information on emerging practices in
the consumer financial products or
services industry, including regional
trends, concerns, and other relevant
information.” 12 U.S.C. 5494.

(a) The purpose of the Board is
outlined in Section 1014(a) of the Dodd-
Frank Act (http://www.sec.gov/about/
laws/wallstreetreform-cpa.pdf), which
states that the Board shall “advise and
consult with the Bureau in the exercise
of its functions under the Federal
consumer financial laws’’ and “provide
information on emerging practices in
the consumer financial products or

services industry, including regional
trends, concerns, and other relevant
information.” (b) To carry out the
Board’s purpose, the scope of its
activities shall include providing
information, analysis, and
recommendations to the Bureau. The
Board will generally serve as a vehicle
for market intelligence and expertise for
the Bureau. Its objectives will include
identifying and assessing the impact on
consumers and other market
participants of new, emerging, and
changing products, practices, or
services. (c) The Board will also be
available to advise and consult with the
Director and the Bureau on other
matters related to the Bureau’s functions
under the Dodd-Frank Act.

II. Agenda

The Consumer Advisory Board will
discuss trends and themes related to
consumer financial marketplace.

Persons who need a reasonable
accommodation to participate should
contact CFPB_504Request@cfpb.gov,
202-435-9EEQO, 1-855—-233-0362, or
202—-435-9742 (TTY) at least ten
business days prior to the meeting or
event to request assistance. The request
must identify the date, time, location,
and title of the meeting or event, the
nature of the assistance requested, and
contact information for the requester.
CFPB will strive to provide, but cannot
guarantee that accommodation will be
provided for late requests.

Individuals who wish to attend the
Consumer Advisory Board meeting must
RSVP to ¢fpb_cabandcouncilsevents@
cfpb.gov by noon, 17, February, 2015.
Members of the public must RSVP by
the due date and must include “CAB”
in the subject line of the RSVP.

III. Availability

The Board’s agenda will be made
available to the public on February 3,
2015, via consumerfinance.gov.
Individuals should express in their
RSVP if they require a paper copy of the
agenda.

A recording and transcript of this
meeting will be available after the
meeting on the CFPB’s Web site
consumerfinance.gov.

Dated: January 30, 2015.

Christopher D’Angelo,

Chief of Staff, Bureau of Consumer Financial
Protection.

[FR Doc. 2015-02445 Filed 2—5-15; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 4810-AM-P
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DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Office of the Secretary

Vietham War Commemoration
Advisory Committee; Notice of Federal
Advisory Committee Meeting

AGENCY: DoD.
ACTION: Meeting notice.

SUMMARY: The Department of Defense is
publishing this notice to announce the
following Federal advisory committee
meeting of the Vietnam War
Commemoration Advisory Committee.
This meeting is open to the public.
DATES: The public meeting of the
Vietnam War Commemoration Advisory
Committee (hereafter referred to as “‘the
Committee”’) will be held on Friday,
February 20, 2015. The meeting will
begin at 1:00 p.m. and end at 3:30 p.m.
ADDRESSES: 214 McNair Rd, Spates Club
& Conference Center, Bldg #407, Joint
Base Myer-Henderson Hall, Ft Myer VA
22211.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Committee’s Designated Federal Officer:
The committee’s Designated Federal
Officer is Mark Franklin, Vietnam War
Commemoration Advisory Committee,
1101 Wilson Blvd., Suite 810, Arlington
VA 22209, mark.r.franklin.civ@mail.mil,
703-697-4849. For meeting information
please contact Mr. Mark Franklin,
mark.r.franklin.civ@mail.mil, 703—-697—
4849 or Ms. Scherry Chewning,
scherry.l.chewning.civ@mail.mil, 703—
697—-4908.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Due to
circumstances beyond the control of the
Department of Defense, the Vietnam
War Commemoration Advisory
Committee was unable to provide public
notification of its meeting of February
20, 2015, as required by 41 CFR 102—
3.150(a). Accordingly, the Advisory
Committee Management Officer for the
Department of Defense, pursuant to 41
CFR 102-3.150(b), waives the 15-
calendar day notification requirement.

This meeting is being held under the
provisions of the Federal Advisory
Committee Act of 1972 (5 U.S.C.,
Appendix, as amended), the
Government in the Sunshine Act of
1976 (5 U.S.C. 552b, as amended), and
41 CFR 102-3.150.

Purpose of the Meeting: At this
meeting, the Committee will convene
and receive a series of updates on the
Vietnam War Commemoration. The
mission of the Committee is to provide
the Secretary of Defense, through the
Director of Administration and
Management (DA&M), independent
advice and recommendations regarding
major events and priority of efforts

during the commemorative program for
the 50th Anniversary of the Vietnam
War, in order to achieve the objectives
for the Commemorative Program.

Availability of Materials for the
Meeting: A copy of the agenda for the
Committee may be obtained from the
Commemoration’s Web site at http://
vietnamwar50th.com. Copies will also
be available at the meeting.

Meeting Agenda

1:00 p.m.—1:10 p.m. Convene with

Committee Chairman Remarks
1:10 p.m.—3:30 p.m. Committee

Meeting/Agenda items
Strategy and Engagement Initiatives
Congressional Ceremony Update
History and Legacy Update
Advisory Committee Deliberation
and Discussion

¢ Closing remarks
3:30 p.m. Adjourn

Public’s Accessibility to the Meeting:
Pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552b and 41 CFR
102-3.140 through 102-3.165, and the
availability of space, this meeting is
open to the public. All members of the
public who wish to attend the public
meeting must contact Mark Franklin or
Ms. Scherry Chewning at the number
listed in the FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT section. Please come prepared
to present one form of photo
identification to gain access to Ft Myer.

Special Accommodations: Individuals
requiring special accommodations to
access the public meeting should
contact Mr. Mark Franklin or Ms.
Scherry Chewning at least five (5)
business days prior to the meeting so
that appropriate arrangements can be
made.

Procedures for Providing Public
Comments

Pursuant to 41 CFR 102-3.105(j) and
102-3.140, and section 10(a)(3) of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act of
1972, the public or interested
organizations may submit written
comments to the Commemoration about
its mission and topics pertaining to this
public meeting.

Written comments should be received
by the DFO at least five (5) business
days prior to the meeting date so that
the comments may be made available to
the Commemoration for their
consideration prior to the meeting.
Written comments should be submitted
via email to the address for the DFO
given in the FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT section in either Adobe
Acrobat or Microsoft Word format.
Please note that since the
Commemoration operates under the
provisions of the Federal Advisory
Committee Act, as amended, all

submitted comments and public
presentations will be treated as public
documents and will be made available
for public inspection, including, but not
limited to, being posted on the
Commemoration’s Web site.

Dated: February 3, 2015.

Aaron Siegel,

Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison
Officer, Department of Defense.

[FR Doc. 2015-02383 Filed 2—5-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 5001-06-P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Office of the Secretary

Independent Review Panel on Military
Medical Construction Standards;
Notice of Federal Advisory Committee
Meeting

AGENCY: Department of Defense (DoD).
ACTION: Notice of meeting.

SUMMARY: The Department of Defense is
publishing this notice to announce the
following Federal Advisory Committee
meeting of the Independent Review
Panel on Military Medical Construction
Standards (“the Panel”). This meeting
will be open to the public.

DATES:
Tuesday, February 24, 2015

8:00 a.m.—1:00 p.m. EST (Preparatory
Session)

1:00 p.m.—5:00 p.m. EST (Open
Session)

ADDRESSES: Defense Health
Headquarters (DHHQ), Conference
Room 3M505, 7700 Arlington Blvd.,
Falls Church, Virginia 22042 (escort
required; see guidance in
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION, ‘“Public’s
Accessibility to the Meeting”).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: The
Executive Director is Ms. Christine
Bader, 7700 Arlington Boulevard, Suite
5101, Falls Church, Virginia 22042,
Christine.e.bader.civ@mail.mil, (703)
681-6653, Fax: (703) 681-9539. For
meeting information, please contact Ms.
Kendal Brown, 7700 Arlington
Boulevard, Suite 5101, Falls Church,
Virginia 22042, Kendal.l.brown2.ctr@
mail.mil, (703) 681-6670, Fax: (703)
681-9539.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
meeting is being held under the
provisions of the Federal Advisory
Committee Act of 1972 (5 U.S.C.,
Appendix, as amended), the
Government in the Sunshine Act of
1976 (5 U.S.C. 552b, as amended), and
41 CFR 102-3.150.
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Purpose of the Meeting

At this meeting, the Panel will
address the Ike Skelton National
Defense Authorization Act (NDAA) for
Fiscal Year 2011 (Pub. L. 111-383),
Section 2852(b) requirement to provide
the Secretary of Defense independent
advice and recommendations regarding
a construction standard for military
medical centers to provide a single
standard of care, as set forth below:

a. Reviewing the unified military
medical construction standards to
determine the standards consistency
with industry practices and benchmarks
for world class medical construction;

b. Reviewing ongoing construction
programs within the DoD to ensure
medical construction standards are
uniformly applied across applicable
military centers;

c. Assessing the DoD approach to
planning and programming facility
improvements with specific emphasis
on facility selection criteria and
proportional assessment system; and
facility programming responsibilities
between the Assistant Secretary of
Defense for Health Affairs and the
Secretaries of the Military Departments;

d. Assessing whether the
Comprehensive Master Plan for the
National Capital Region Medical (‘“‘the
Master Plan”), dated April 2010, is
adequate to fulfill statutory
requirements, as required by section
2714 of the Military Construction
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2010
(division B of Pub. L. 111-84; 123 Stat.
2656), to ensure that the facilities and
organizational structure described in the
Master Plan result in world class
military medical centers in the National
Capital Region; and

e. Making recommendations regarding
any adjustments of the Master Plan that
are needed to ensure the provision of
world class military medical centers and
delivery system in the National Capital
Region.

Agenda:

Pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552b, as
amended, and 41 CFR 102-3.140
through 102-3.165 and subject to
availability of space, the Panel meeting
is open to the public from 1:00 p.m. to
5:00 p.m. on February 24, 2015, as the
Panel will meet in an open forum to
receive briefings on military medical
construction, sustainment, restoration,
and modernization standards.

Availability of Materials for the
Meeting

A copy of the agenda or any updates
to the agenda for the February 24, 2015,
meeting, as well as any other materials

presented, may be obtained at the
meeting.

Public’s Accessibility to the Meeting

Pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552b, as
amended, and 41 CFR 102-3.140
through 102-3.165 and subject to
availability of space, this meeting is
open to the public. Seating is limited
and is on a first-come basis. All
members of the public who wish to
attend the public meeting must contact
Ms. Kendal Brown at the number listed
in the section FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT no later than 12:00 p.m. on
Tuesday, February 17, 2015, to register
and make arrangements for an escort, if
necessary. Public attendees requiring
escort should arrive with sufficient time
to complete security screening no later
than 30 minutes prior to the start of the
meeting. To complete security
screening, please come prepared to
present two forms of identification and
one must be a picture identification
card.

Special Accommodations

Individuals requiring special
accommodations to access the public
meeting should contact Ms. Kendal
Brown at least five (5) business days
prior to the meeting so that appropriate
arrangements can be made.

Written Statements

Any member of the public wishing to
provide comments to the Panel may do
so in accordance with 41 CFR 102—
3.105(j) and 102-3.140 and section
10(a)(3) of the Federal Advisory
Committee Act, and the procedures
described in this notice.

Individuals desiring to provide
comments to the Panel may do so by
submitting a written statement to the
Executive Director (see FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION CONTACT). Written
statements should address the following
details: The issue, discussion, and a
recommended course of action.
Supporting documentation may also be
included, as needed, to establish the
appropriate historical context and to
provide any necessary background
information.

If the written statement is not
received at least five (5) business days
prior to the meeting, the Executive
Director may choose to postpone
consideration of the statement until the
next open meeting.

The Executive Director will review all
timely submissions with the Panel
Chairperson and ensure they are
provided to members of the Panel before
the meeting that is subject to this notice.
After reviewing the written comments,
the Panel Chairperson and the Executive

Director may choose to invite the
submitter to orally present their issue
during an open portion of this meeting
or at a future meeting. The Executive
Director, in consultation with the Panel
Chairperson, may allot time for
members of the public to present their
issues for review and discussion by the
Panel.

Dated: February 2, 2015.
Aaron Siegel,

Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison
Officer, Department of Defense.

[FR Doc. 2015-02344 Filed 2—-5-15; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 5001-06—-P

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
[Docket No. ED-2015-ICCD-0012]

Agency Information Collection
Activities; Submission to the Office of
Management and Budget for Review
and Approval; Comment Request;
Application Package for Graduate
Assistance in Areas of National Need
(GAANN) Program (1890-0001)

AGENCY: Office of Postsecondary
Education (OPE), Department of
Education (ED).
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 (44
U.S.C. chapter 3501 et seq.), ED is
proposing a reinstatement of a
previously approved information
collection.

DATES: Interested persons are invited to
submit comments on or before March 9,
2015.

ADDRESSES: Comments submitted in
response to this notice should be
submitted electronically through the
Federal eRulemaking Portal at http://
www.regulations.gov by selecting
Docket ID number ED-2015-ICCD-0012
or via postal mail, commercial delivery,
or hand delivery. If the regulations.gov
site is not available to the public for any
reason, ED will temporarily accept
comments at ICDocketMgr@ed.gov.
Please note that comments submitted by
fax or email and those submitted after
the comment period will not be
accepted; ED will ONLY accept
comments during the comment period
in this mailbox when the regulations.gov
site is not available. Written requests for
information or comments submitted by
postal mail or delivery should be
addressed to the Director of the
Information Collection Clearance
Division, U.S. Department of Education,
400 Maryland Avenue SW., LBJ,
Mailstop L-OM-2-2E319, Room 2E103,
Washington, DC 20202.
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
specific questions related to collection
activities, please contact Rebecca Green,
(202) 502—-7779.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Department of Education (ED), in
accordance with the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995 (PRA) (44 U.S.C.
3506(c)(2)(A)), provides the general
public and Federal agencies with an
opportunity to comment on proposed,
revised, and continuing collections of
information. This helps the Department
assess the impact of its information
collection requirements and minimize
the public’s reporting burden. It also
helps the public understand the
Department’s information collection
requirements and provide the requested
data in the desired format. ED is
soliciting comments on the proposed
information collection request (ICR) that
is described below. The Department of
Education is especially interested in
public comment addressing the
following issues: (1) Is this collection
necessary to the proper functions of the
Department; (2) will this information be
processed and used in a timely manner;
(3) is the estimate of burden accurate;
(4) how might the Department enhance
the quality, utility, and clarity of the
information to be collected; and (5) how
might the Department minimize the
burden of this collection on the
respondents, including through the use
of information technology. Please note
that written comments received in
response to this notice will be
considered public records.

Title of Collection: Application
package for Graduate Assistance in
Areas of National Need (GAANN)
Program (1890-0001).

OMB Control Number: 1840-0604.

Type of Review: A reinstatement of a
previously approved information
collection.

Respondents/Affected Public: Private
Sector, State, Local and Tribal
Governments.

Total Estimated Number of Annual
Responses: 325.

Total Estimated Number of Annual
Burden Hours: 13,432.

Abstract: This information collection
provides the U.S. Department of
Education with information needed to
evaluate, score and rank the quality of
the projects proposed by institutions of
higher education applying for a
Graduate Assistance in Areas of
National Need grant. Title VII, Part A,
Subpart 2 of the Higher Education Act
of 1965, as amended, requires the
collection of specific data that are
necessary for applicant institutions to
receive an initial competitive grant and

non-competing continuation grants for
the second and third years.

Dated: February 3, 2015.
Kate Mullan,
Acting Director, Information Collection
Clearance Division, Privacy, Information and
Records Management Services, Office of
Management.
[FR Doc. 2015-02394 Filed 2-5-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4000-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
[Docket No. ED-2014-ICCD-0155]

Agency Information Collection
Activities; Submission to the Office of
Management and Budget for Review
and Approval; Comment Request;
Student Assistance General
Provision—Subpart I—Immigration
Status Confirmation

AGENCY: Federal Student Aid (FSA),
Department of Education (ED).
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 (44
U.S.C. chapter 3501 et seq.), ED is
proposing an extension of an existing
information collection.

DATES: Interested persons are invited to
submit comments on or before March 9,
2015.

ADDRESSES: Comments submitted in
response to this notice should be
submitted electronically through the
Federal eRulemaking Portal at http://
www.regulations.gov by selecting
Docket ID number ED-2014-ICCD-0155
or via postal mail, commercial delivery,
or hand delivery. If the regulations.gov
site is not available to the public for any
reason, ED will temporarily accept
comments at ICDocketMgr@ed.gov.
Please note that comments submitted by
fax or email and those submitted after
the comment period will not be
accepted; ED will ONLY accept
comments during the comment period
in this mailbox when the regulations.gov
site is not available. Written requests for
information or comments submitted by
postal mail or delivery should be
addressed to the Director of the
Information Collection Clearance
Division, U.S. Department of Education,
400 Maryland Avenue SW., LBJ,
Mailstop L-OM-2-2E319, Room 2E103,
Washington, DC 20202.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
specific questions related to collection
activities, please contact Beth
Grebeldinger, 202-377-4018.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Department of Education (ED), in
accordance with the Paperwork

Reduction Act of 1995 (PRA) (44 U.S.C.
3506(c)(2)(A)), provides the general
public and Federal agencies with an
opportunity to comment on proposed,
revised, and continuing collections of
information. This helps the Department
assess the impact of its information
collection requirements and minimize
the public’s reporting burden. It also
helps the public understand the
Department’s information collection
requirements and provide the requested
data in the desired format. ED is
soliciting comments on the proposed
information collection request (ICR) that
is described below. The Department of
Education is especially interested in
public comment addressing the
following issues: (1) Is this collection
necessary to the proper functions of the
Department; (2) will this information be
processed and used in a timely manner;
(3) is the estimate of burden accurate;
(4) how might the Department enhance
the quality, utility, and clarity of the
information to be collected; and (5) how
might the Department minimize the
burden of this collection on the
respondents, including through the use
of information technology. Please note
that written comments received in
response to this notice will be
considered public records.

Title of Collection: Student Assistance
General Provision—Subpart I—
Immigration Status Confirmation.

OMB Control Number: 1845-0052.

Type of Review: An extension of an
existing information collection.

Respondents/Affected Public:
Individuals or Households, Private
Sector, State, Local and Tribal
Governments.

Total Estimated Number of Annual
Responses: 175,897.

Total Estimated Number of Annual
Burden Hours: 21,987.

Abstract: This request is for an
extension of the reporting requirements
currently in Student Assistance General
Provisions, 34 CFR 668, Subpart I which
governs the Immigration-Status
Confirmation authorized by section
484(g) of the Higher Education Act of
1965, as amended. This collection
updates the usage by individuals and
schools. This is necessary to determine
eligibility to receive program benefits
and to prevent fraud and abuse of
program funds.

Dated: February 3, 2015.
Kate Mullan,

Acting Director, Information Collection
Clearance Division, Privacy, Information and
Records Management Services, Office of
Management.

[FR Doc. 2015-02393 Filed 2—-5-15; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 4000-01-P
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DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
[Docket No. ED-2014-ICCD-0153]

Agency Information Collection
Activities; Submission to the Office of
Management and Budget for Review
and Approval; Comment Request;
Campus Safety and Security Survey

AGENCY: Office of Postsecondary
Education (OPE), Department of
Education (ED).
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 (44
U.S.C. chapter 3501 et seq.), ED is
proposing a new information collection.
DATES: Interested persons are invited to
submit comments on or before March 9,
2015.

ADDRESSES: Comments submitted in
response to this notice should be
submitted electronically through the
Federal eRulemaking Portal at http://
www.regulations.gov by selecting
Docket ID number ED-2014-ICCD-0153
or via postal mail, commercial delivery,
or hand delivery. If the regulations.gov
site is not available to the public for any
reason, ED will temporarily accept
comments at ICDocketMgr@ed.gov.
Please note that comments submitted by
fax or email and those submitted after
the comment period will not be
accepted; ED will ONLY accept
comments during the comment period
in this mailbox when the regulations.gov
site is not available. Written requests for
information or comments submitted by
postal mail or delivery should be
addressed to the Director of the
Information Collection Clearance
Division, U.S. Department of Education,
400 Maryland Avenue SW., LBJ,
Mailstop L-OM-2-2E319, Room 2E103,
Washington, DC 20202.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
specific questions related to collection
activities, please contact Ashley
Higgins, 202—219-7061.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Department of Education (ED), in
accordance with the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995 (PRA) (44 U.S.C.
3506(c)(2)(A)), provides the general
public and Federal agencies with an
opportunity to comment on proposed,
revised, and continuing collections of
information. This helps the Department
assess the impact of its information
collection requirements and minimize
the public’s reporting burden. It also
helps the public understand the
Department’s information collection
requirements and provide the requested
data in the desired format. ED is
soliciting comments on the proposed

information collection request (ICR) that
is described below. The Department of
Education is especially interested in
public comment addressing the
following issues: (1) Is this collection
necessary to the proper functions of the
Department; (2) will this information be
processed and used in a timely manner;
(3) is the estimate of burden accurate;
(4) how might the Department enhance
the quality, utility, and clarity of the
information to be collected; and (5) how
might the Department minimize the
burden of this collection on the
respondents, including through the use
of information technology. Please note
that written comments received in
response to this notice will be
considered public records.

Title of Collection: Campus Safety and
Security Survey.

OMB Control Number: 1840-NEW.

Type of Review: A new information
collection.

Respondents/Affected Public: Private
Sector, State, Local and Tribal
Governments.

Total Estimated Number of Annual
Responses: 7,135.

Total Estimated Number of Annual
Burden Hours: 2,996.

Abstract: The collection of
information through the Campus Safety
and Security Survey is necessary under
section 485 of the Higher Education Act
of 1965, as amended, with the goal of
increasing transparency surrounding
college safety and security information
for student, prospective students,
parents, employees and the general
public. The survey is a collection tool to
compile the annual data on campus
crime and fire safety. The data collected
from the individual institutions by ED is
made available to the public through the
Campus Safety and Security Data
Analysis and Cutting Tool as well as the
College Navigator.

Dated: February 3, 2015.
Kate Mullan,
Acting Director, Information Collection
Clearance Division, Privacy, Information and
Records Management Services, Office of
Management.
[FR Doc. 2015-02392 Filed 2-5-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4000-01-P

ELECTION ASSISTANCE COMMISSION

Sunshine Act Meetings

AGENCY: Election Assistance
Commission.

DATE AND TIME: Wednesday, February
18, 2015 at 10:00 a.m.

PLACE: 1335 East West Highway (First
Floor Conference Room), Silver Spring,
MD 20910.

STATUS: This meeting will be open to
the public.

ITEMS TO BE DISCUSSED:
Selection of Chair and Vice-Chair
Accreditation Decision for Pro V&V

Briefing and Discussion of Voluntary
Voting Systems Guidelines (VVSG
1.1)

Briefing and Discussion of Program
Manuals

Discussion and Consideration of Roles
and Responsibilities Document

AGENDA: Commissioners will meet to
select a chair and vice-chair and to
discuss the following items:
Accreditation Decision for Pro V&V;
Briefing and Discussion of Voluntary
Voting Systems Guidelines (VVSG 1.1);
Briefing and Discussion of Program
Manuals; and Discussion and
Consideration of Roles and
Responsibilities Document.

PUBLIC COMMENTS: Members of the
public who wish to speak at the meeting
on proposed changes to the Voluntary
Voting Systems Guidelines VVSG 1.1
may send a request to participate to the
EAC no later than 5:00 p.m. EDT on
Thursday, February 12, 2015. Due to
time constraints, the EAC will select no
more than 7 participants to speak. Each
of those selected will be allotted 5
minutes. Participants will be selected on
a first-come, first-served basis. However,
to maximize diversity of input, only one
participant per organization or entity
will be chosen, if necessary. Participants
will receive confirmation by 12:00 p.m.
EDT on Thursday, February 13, 2015.
Requests to speak may be sent to the
EAC via email at testimony@eac.gov, via
standard mail addressed to the U.S.
Election Assistance Commission, 1335
East West Highway, Suite 4300, Silver
Spring, MD 20910, or by fax at 301—
734-3108. All requests must include a
description of the topic to be discussed,
contact information that will be used to
notify the requestor with status of
request (phone number or email);
include on the subject/attention line or
on the outside of the envelope if by
standard mail: EAC Public Meeting.

PERSON TO CONTACT FOR INFORMATION:
Bryan Whitener, Telephone: (301) 563—
3961.

Submitted: February 4, 2015.
Signed: Bryan Whitener,
Director of Communications & Clearinghouse.
[FR Doc. 2015-02569 Filed 2—4—15; 4:15 pm]
BILLING CODE 6820-KF-P
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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

Notice of Staff Attendance at the
Southwest Power Pool Market Working
Group Meeting

The Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission (Commission) hereby gives
notice that members of its staff may
attend the meeting of the Southwest
Power Pool, Inc. (SPP) Market Working
Group, as noted below. Their attendance
is part of the Commission’s ongoing
outreach efforts.

The meeting will be held at the office
of American Electric Power Company,
1201 Elm Street, Dallas, TX 72501. The
meeting will be held on February 10,
2015 from 8:15 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. and on
February 11, 2015 from 8:15 a.m. to
12:00 p.m.

The discussions may address matters
at issue in the following proceedings:
Docket No. EL05-19, Southwestern

Public Service Company
Docket No. ER05-168, Southwestern

Public Service Company
Docket No. ER06-274, Southwestern

Public Service Company
Docket No. ER07-1069, American

Electric Power
Docket No. ER09-35, Tallgrass

Transmission, LLC
Docket No. ER09-36, Prairie Wind

Transmission, LLC
Docket No. ER09-548, ITC Great Plains,

LLC
Docket No. EL.11-34, Midcontinent

Independent System Operator, Inc.
Docket No. ER11-4105, Southwest

Power Pool, Inc.

Docket No. EL12-28, Xcel Energy

Services Inc., et al.

Docket No. EL12-59, Golden Spread

Electric Cooperative, Inc.

Docket No. EL.12-60, Southwest Power

Pool, Inc., et al.

Docket No. ER12-480, Midcontinent

Independent System Operator, Inc.
Docket No. ER12-1586, Southwest

Power Pool, Inc.

Docket No. ER13-366, Southwest Power

Pool, Inc.

Docket No. ER13-367, Southwest Power

Pool, Inc.

Docket No. ER13-1748, Southwest

Power Pool, Inc.

Docket No. ER13-1864, Southwest

Power Pool, Inc.

Docket No. EL14-21, Southwest Power

Pool, Inc.

Docket No. EL.14-30, Midcontinent
Independent System Operator, Inc.
Docket No. EL14-49, Southwest Power

Pool, Inc.

Docket No. EL14-65, Southwest Power

Pool, Inc.

Docket No. ER14-67, Southwest Power
Pool, Inc.

Docket No. ER14-781, Southwest Power
Pool, Inc.

Docket No. ER14-1174, Southwest
Power Pool, Inc.

Docket No. ER14-1993, Southwest
Power Pool, Inc.

Docket No. ER14-2081, Southwest
Power Pool, Inc.

Docket No. ER14-2363, Southwestern
Public Service Compan

Docket No. ER14-2399, Southwest
Power Pool, Inc.

Docket No. ER14-2445, Midcontinent
Independent System Operator, Inc.

Docket No. ER14-2553, Southwest
Power Pool, Inc.

Docket No. ER14-2570, Southwest
Power Pool, Inc.

Docket No. ER14-2739, Southwest
Power Pool, Inc.

Docket No. ER14-2753, Southwest
Power Pool, Inc.

Docket No. ER14-2850, Southwest
Power Pool, Inc.

Docket No. ER14-2851, Southwest
Power Pool, Inc.

Docket No. ER14-2887, Southwest
Power Pool, Inc.

Docket No. ER14-2891, Southwest
Power Pool, Inc.

Docket No. ER14-2910, Southwest
Power Pool, Inc.

Docket No. ER15-45, Southwest Power
Pool, Inc.

Docket No. ER15-329, Golden Spread
Electric Cooperative, Inc.

Docket No. ER15-492, Southwest Power
Pool, Inc.

Docket No. ER15-534, Southwest Power
Pool, Inc.

Docket No. ER15-551, Southwest Power
Pool, Inc.

Docket No. ER15-552, Southwest Power
Pool, Inc.

Docket No. ER15-532, Southwest Power
Pool, Inc.

Docket No. ER15-561, Southwestern
Public Service Company

Docket No. ER15-562, Southwestern
Public Service Company

Docket No. ER15-568, Southwest Power
Pool, Inc.

Docket No. ER15-569, Southwest Power
Pool, Inc.

Docket No. ER15-570, Southwest Power
Pool, Inc.

Docket No. ER15-571, Southwest Power
Pool, Inc.

Docket No. ER15-576, Southwest Power
Pool, Inc.

Docket No. ER15-579, Southwest Power
Pool, Inc.

Docket No. ER15-599, Southwest Power
Pool, Inc.

Docket No. ER15-603, Southwest Power
Pool, Inc.

Docket No. ER15-617, Southwest Power
Pool, Inc.

Docket No. ER15-627, Golden Spread
Electric Cooperative, Inc.

Docket No. ER15-630, Southwest Power
Pool, Inc.

Docket No. ER15-633, Southwest Power
Pool, Inc.

Docket No. ER15-673, Southwest Power
Pool, Inc.

Docket No. ER15-692, Southwest Power
Pool, Inc.

Docket No. ER15-752, Southwestern
Public Service Company

Docket No. ER15-763, Southwest Power
Pool, Inc.

Docket No. ER15-774, Southwest Power
Pool, Inc.

Docket No. ER15-787, Southwest Power
Pool, Inc.

Docket No. ER15-788, Southwest Power
Pool, Inc.

Docket No. ER15-859, Southwest Power
Pool, Inc.
The meeting is open to the public.
For more information, contact Patrick

Clarey, Office of Energy Market

Regulation, Federal Energy Regulatory

Comumission at (317) 249-5937 or

patrick.clarey@ferc.gov.

Dated: February 2, 2015.
Kimberly D. Bose,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 2015-02462 Filed 2-5-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[EPA-HQ-OARM-2011-0997; FRL 9922-57—
OARM]

Proposed Information Collection
Request; Comment Request;
Contractor Cumulative Claim and
Reconciliation (Renewal)

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) is planning to submit an
information collection request (ICR),
“Contractor Cumulative Claim and
Reconciliation” (EPA ICR No. 0246.12,
OMB Control No. 2030-0016) to the
Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) for review and approval in
accordance with the Paperwork
Reduction Act (44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.).
Before doing so, EPA is soliciting public
comments on specific aspects of the
proposed information collection as
described below. This is a proposed
extension of the ICR, which is currently
approved through May 31, 2015. An
Agency may not conduct or sponsor and
a person is not required to respond to

a collection of information unless it
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displays a currently valid OMB control
number.

DATES: Comments must be submitted on
or before April 7, 2015.

ADDRESSES: Submit your comments,
identified by Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-
OARM-2011-0997, online using
www.regulations.gov (our preferred
method), by email to hubbell.holly@
epa.gov or by mail to: EPA Docket
Center, Environmental Protection
Agency, Mail Code 28221T, 1200
Pennsylvania Ave. NW., Washington,
DC 20460.

EPA’s policy is that all comments
received will be included in the public
docket without change including any
personal information provided, unless
the comment includes profanity, threats,
information claimed to be Confidential
Business Information (CBI) or other
information whose disclosure is
restricted by statute.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Holly Hubbell, Policy Training and
Oversight Division, Office of
Acquisition Management (3802R),
Environmental Protection Agency, 1200
Pennsylvania Ave. NW., Washington,
DC 20460; telephone number: 202-564—
1091; email address: hubbell. holly@
epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Supporting documents which explain in
detail the information that the EPA will
be collecting are available in the public
docket for this ICR. The docket can be
viewed online at www.regulations.gov
or in person at the EPA Docket Center,
WJC West, Room 3334, 1301
Constitution Ave. NW., Washington,
DC. The telephone number for the
Docket Center is 202-566—1744. For
additional information about EPA’s
public docket, visit http://www.epa.gov/
dockets.

Pursuant to section 3506(c)(2)(A) of
the PRA, EPA specifically solicits
comments and information to enable it
to: (i) Evaluate whether the proposed
collection of information is necessary
for the proper performance of the
functions of the Agency, including
whether the information will have
practical utility; (ii) evaluate the
accuracy of the Agency’s estimate of the
burden of the proposed collection of
information, including the validity of
the methodology and assumptions used;
(iii) enhance the quality, utility, and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and (iv) minimize the burden
of the collection of information on those
who are to respond, including through
the use of appropriate automated
electronic, mechanical, or other
technological collection techniques or
other forms of information technology,

e.g., permitting electronic submission of
responses. EPA will consider the
comments received and amend the ICR
as appropriate. The final ICR package
will then be submitted to OMB for
review and approval. At that time, EPA
will issue another Federal Register
notice to announce the submission of
the ICR to OMB and the opportunity to
submit additional comments to OMB.

Abstract: All contractors who have
completed an EPA cost reimbursement
type contract will be required to submit
EPA Form 1900-10. EPA Form 1900-10
summarizes all costs incurred in
performance of the contract and sets
forth the final indirect rates. This form
is reviewed by the contracting officer to
determine the final costs reimbursable
to the contractor. FAR 52.216-7 states
that the Government will pay only the
costs determined to be allowable by the
contracting officer in accordance with
FAR 31.2. Furthermore, FAR 52.216-7
states that indirect cost rates shall be
established for each fiscal year at the
close of a contractor’s fiscal year. EPA
Form 1900-10 summarizes this
information for the entire contract
period and provides a basis for cost
review by contracting, finance, and
audit personnel. As stated previously,
FAR 4.804-5 mandates that the office
administering the contract shall ensure
that the costs and indirect cost rates are
settled.

Form Numbers: EPA Form 1900-10.

Respondents/affected entities: All
contractors who have completed an EPA
cost reimbursement type contract. These
contractors represent a wide range of
industries which include, but are not
limited to: North American Industry
Classification System (NAICS) code
541511 Custom Computer Programming,
5416 management and Consulting
Services, 6215 medical Laboratories,
and 541380 Testing Laboratories.

Respondent’s obligation to respond:
Required to complete contract close out
and final payment.

Estimated number of respondents: 20.

Frequency of response: Once, at the
end of the contract.

Total estimated burden: 4 hours (per
year). Burden is defined at 5 CFR
1320.03(b).

Total estimated cost: $8,491.00(per
year) to all respondents, includes an
estimated burden cost of $412.55/
respondent and an estimated cost of
$12.00/respondent for maintenance and
operational costs. Capital investment
costs are not necessary for respondents
to provide the requested information.

Changes in Estimates: EPA estimates
that the hourly burden will remain the
same as reported in the previous
information collection because there has

been no change in the information being

collected and approximately the same

number of contracts remain active.
Dated: January 28, 2015.

John R. Bashista,

Director, Office of Acquisition Management.

[FR Doc. 2015—-02486 Filed 2-5—15; 8:45 am)]

BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[EPA-HQ-OARM-2011-0748; FRL-9922—
61-OARM]

Proposed Information Collection
Request; Comment Request; Monthly
Progress Reports (Renewal)

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection
Agency is planning to submit an
information collection request (ICR),
“Monthly Progress Reports (Renewal)”
to the Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) for review and approval in
accordance with the Paperwork
Reduction Act. Before doing so, EPA is
soliciting public comments on specific
aspects of the proposed information
collection as described below. This is a
proposed extension of the ICR, which is
currently approved through May 31,
2015. An Agency may not conduct or
sponsor and a person is not required to
respond to a collection of information
unless it displays a currently valid OMB
control number.

DATES: Comments must be submitted on
or before April 7, 2015.

ADDRESSES: Submit your comments,
referencing Docket ID No. EPA-HQ—
OARM-2011-0748, online using http://
www.regulations.gov (our preferred
method), or by mail to: EPA Docket
Center, Environmental Protection
Agency, Mail Code 28221T, 1200
Pennsylvania Ave. NW., Washington,
DC 20460.

EPA’s policy is that all comments
received will be included in the public
docket without change including any
personal information provided, unless
the comment includes profanity, threats,
information claimed to be Confidential
Business Information (CBI) or other
information whose disclosure is
restricted by statute.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Thomas Valentino, Policy Training and
Oversight Division, Office of
Acquisition Management, (3802R),
Environmental Protection Agency, 1200
Pennsylvania Ave. NW., Washington,
DC 20460; telephone number: 202-564—
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4522; email address: valentino.thomas@
epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Supporting documents which explain in
detail the information that the EPA will
be collecting are available in the public
docket for this ICR. The docket can be
viewed online at http://
www.regulations.gov or in person at the
EPA Docket Center, WJC West, Room
3334, 1301 Constitution Ave. NW.,
Washington, DC. The telephone number
for the Docket Center is 202-566—1744.
For additional information about EPA’s
public docket, visit http://www.epa.gov/
dockets.

Pursuant to section 3506(c)(2)(A) of
the PRA, EPA is soliciting comments
and information to enable it to: (i)
Evaluate whether the proposed
collection of information is necessary
for the proper performance of the
functions of the Agency, including
whether the information will have
practical utility; (ii) evaluate the
accuracy of the Agency’s estimate of the
burden of the proposed collection of
information, including the validity of
the methodology and assumptions used;
(iii) enhance the quality, utility, and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and (iv) minimize the burden
of the collection of information on those
who are to respond, including through
the use of appropriate automated
electronic, mechanical, or other
technological collection techniques or
other forms of information technology,
e.g., permitting electronic submission of
responses. EPA will consider the
comments received and amend the ICR
as appropriate. The final ICR package
will then be submitted to OMB for
review and approval. At that time, EPA
will issue another Federal Register
notice to announce the submission of
the ICR to OMB and the opportunity to
submit additional comments to OMB.

Abstract: This notice is a proposed
extension of EPA ICR No. 1039.14, OMB
Control No. 2030-0005, which is
approved through May 31, 2015.
Appropriate Government surveillance of
contractor performance is required to
give reasonable assurance that efficient
methods and effective cost controls are
being used for various cost-reimbursable
and fixed-rate contracts. Per 48 CFR
1552.211 regulations, on a monthly
basis, the Agency requires contractors to
provide the Contracting Officer’s
Representative (COR) with a report
detailing: (a) What was accomplished on
the contract for that period, (b)
expenditures for the same period of
time, and (c) what is expected to be
accomplished on the contract for the
next month. Responses to the

information collection are mandatory
for contractors and are required for the
contractors to receive monthly
payments.

Form numbers: 1900-68.

Respondents/affected entities: Private
sector.

Respondent’s obligation to respond:
Mandatory per 48 CFR 1552.211.

Estimated number of respondents:
203.

Frequency of response: Monthly.

Total estimated burden: 60,900 hours
(per year). Burden is defined at 5 CFR
1320.03(b).

Total estimated cost: $5,391,258 (per
year), includes $0 annualized capital or
operation & maintenance costs.

Changes in estimates: Please note: the
revised estimates and burden numbers
are included in the Supporting
Statement that will be added to Docket
ID No. EPA-HQ-OARM-2011-0748 for
public review and comment. There may
be a decrease in the number of hours in
total estimated respondent burden down
from 60,900 hours, as collection
activities may decrease with improved
tracking software and overall efficiency.

Dated: January 28, 2015.
John R. Bashista,
Director, Office of Acquisition Management.
[FR Doc. 2015-02459 Filed 2-5-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[EPA-HQ-OARM-2014-0858; FRL-9922—
63-OARM]

Proposed Information Collection
Request; Comment Request; Drug
Testing for Contract Employees
(Renewal)

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) is planning to submit an
information collection request (ICR),
“Drug Testing for Contract Employees
(Renewal)” (EPA ICR No. 2183.06, OMB
Control No. 2030-0044) to the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB) for
review and approval in accordance with
the Paperwork Reduction Act (44 U.S.C.
3501 et seq.). Before doing so, EPA is
soliciting public comments on specific
aspects of the proposed information
collection as described below. This is a
proposed extension of the ICR, which is
currently approved through April 30,
2015. An Agency may not conduct or
sponsor and a person is not required to
respond to a collection of information

unless it displays a currently valid OMB
control number.

DATES: Comments must be submitted on
or before April 7, 2015.

ADDRESSES: Submit your comments,
referencing Docket ID No. EPA-HQ—
OARM-2014-0858 online using http://
www.regulations.gov (our preferred
method), by email to oei.docket@
epa.gov, or by mail to: EPA Docket
Center, Environmental Protection
Agency, Mail Code 28221T, 1200
Pennsylvania Ave. NW., Washington,
DC 20460.

EPA’s policy is that all comments
received will be included in the public
docket without change including any
personal information provided, unless
the comment includes profanity, threats,
information claimed to be Confidential
Business Information (CBI) or other
information whose disclosure is
restricted by statute.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Dianne Lyles, Policy Training and
Oversight Division, Office of
Acquisition Management (3802R),
Environmental Protection Agency, 1200
Pennsylvania Ave. NW., Washington,
DC 20460; telephone number: (202)
564—-2017; email address: lyles.dianne@
epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Supporting documents which explain in
detail the information that the EPA will
be collecting are available in the public
docket for this ICR. The docket can be
viewed online at http://
www.regulations.gov or in person at the
EPA Docket Center, WJC West, Room
3334, 1301 Constitution Ave. NW.,
Washington, DC. The telephone number
for the Docket Center is 202—566—1744.
For additional information about EPA’s
public docket, visit http://www.epa.gov/
dockets.

Pursuant to section 3506(c)(2)(A) of
the PRA, EPA is soliciting comments
and information to enable it to: (i)
Evaluate whether the proposed
collection of information is necessary
for the proper performance of the
functions of the Agency, including
whether the information will have
practical utility; (ii) evaluate the
accuracy of the Agency’s estimate of the
burden of the proposed collection of
information, including the validity of
the methodology and assumptions used;
(iii) enhance the quality, utility, and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and (iv) minimize the burden
of the collection of information on those
who are to respond, including through
the use of appropriate automated
electronic, mechanical, or other
technological collection techniques or
other forms of information technology,
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e.g., permitting electronic submission of
responses. EPA will consider the
comments received and amend the ICR
as appropriate. The final ICR package
will then be submitted to OMB for
review and approval. At that time, EPA
will issue another Federal Register
notice to announce the submission of
the ICR to OMB and the opportunity to
submit additional comments to OMB.

Abstract: The EPA uses contractors to
perform services throughout the nation
in response to environmental
emergencies involving the release, or
threatened release, of oil, radioactive
materials or hazardous chemicals that
may potentially affect communities and
the surrounding environment.
Contractors responding to any of these
types of incidents may be responsible
for testing their employees for the use of
marijuana, cocaine, opiates,
amphetamines, phencyclidine (PCP),
and any other controlled substances.
The testing for drugs must be completed
prior to contract employee performance
in accordance with Title 5 CFR
Administrative Personnel 731.104
Appointments Subject to Investigation,
732.201 Sensitivity Level Designations
and Investigative Requirements, and
736.102 Notice to Investigative Sources.
The contractor shall maintain records
associated with all drug tests.

Form numbers: None.

Respondents/affected entities: Private
contractors.

Respondent’s obligation to respond:
Required to obtain a benefit per Title 5
CFR Administrative Personnel 731.104
Appointments Subject to Investigation,
732.201 Sensitivity Level Designations
and Investigative Requirements and
736.102 Notice to Investigative Sources.

Estimated number of respondents:
450.

Frequency of response: Annual.

Total estimated burden: 1,013 hours
(per year). Burden is defined at 5 CFR
1320.03(b).

Total estimated cost: $102,870 (per
year), includes $0 annualized capital or
operation & maintenance costs.

Changes in estimates: There is no
change in the hours in the total
estimated respondent burden compared
with the ICR currently approved by
OMB.

Dated: January 28, 2015.

John R. Bashista,

Director, Office of Acquisition Management.
[FR Doc. 2015—02457 Filed 2-5—15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Department of the Army, Corps of
Engineers

[EPA-HQ-OW-2013-0820; 9922-59-0W]

Notice of Withdrawal

AGENCIES: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) and the Department of the
Army, Department of Defense.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) and the U.S.
Department of the Army (Army) are
announcing the withdrawal of an
interpretive document addressing the
exemption from permitting provided
under section 404(f)(1)(A) of the Clean
Water Act (CWA).

DATES: The interpretive rule is
withdrawn as of January 29, 2015.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ms.
Damaris Christensen, Office of Water
(4502—-T), Environmental Protection
Agency, 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue
NW., Washington, DC 20460; telephone
number 202—-564—2442; email address:
Wetlands-HQ@epa.gov or Ms. Stacey
Jensen, Regulatory Community of
Practice (CECW-CO-R), U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers, 441 G Street NW.,
Washington, DC 20314; telephone
number 202-761-5856; email address:
USACE CWA RULE@usace.army.mil.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On March
25, 2014, the Agencies signed an,
“Interpretive Rule Regarding
Applicability of the Exemption from
Permitting under Section 404(f)(1)(A) of
the Clean Water Act to Certain
Agricultural Conservation Practices,”
that addressed applicability of the
permitting exemption provided under
section 404(f)(1)(A) of the CWA to
discharges of dredged or fill material
associated with certain agricultural
conservation practices. Congress
subsequently directed the agencies to
withdraw this interpretive rule. See,
Consolidated and Further Continuing
Appropriation Act, 2015, Division D,
section 112, Public Law 113-235. On
January 29, 2015, the agencies signed a
memorandum withdrawing the
interpretive rule and this action is
effective immediately. The
memorandum of understanding signed
on March 25, 2014, by the U.S. EPA, the
U.S. Department of the Army and the
U.S. Department of Agriculture,
concerning the interpretive rule is also
withdrawn. The memorandum
withdrawing the interpretive rule is

available on the EPA Web site at
http://water.epa.gov/lawsregs/guidance/
wetlands/agriculture.cfm and in the
docket for this notice.

Dated: January 29, 2015.
Kenneth J. Kopocis,

Deputy Assistant Administrator for Water,
Environmental Protection Agency.

Dated: January 29, 2015.
Jo-Ellen Darcy,

Assistant Secretary of the Army (Civil Works),
Department of the Army.

[FR Doc. 2015-02175 Filed 2-5-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50—-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[ER-FRL-9019-4]

Environmental Impact Statements;
Notice of Availability

Responsible Agency: Office of Federal
Activities, General Information (202)
564-7146 or http://www.epa.gov/
compliance/nepa/.

Weekly receipt of Environmental Impact
Statements

Filed 01/26/2015 Through 01/30/2015
Pursuant to 40 CFR 1506.9.

Notice

Section 309(a) of the Clean Air Act
requires that EPA make public its
comments on EISs issued by other
Federal agencies. EPA’s comment letters
on EISs are available at: http://
www.epa.gov/compliance/nepa/
eisdata.html.

EIS No. 20150027, Revised Final EIS,
USFWS, AK, Arctic National Wildlife
Refuge Revised Comprehensive
Conservation Plan, Review Period Ends:
03/09/2015, Contact: Stephanie Brady
907-306-74438.

Amended Notices

EIS No. 20140311, Draft EIS, BLM, 00,
Southeastern States Draft Resource
Management Plan, Comment Period
Ends: 03/16/2015, Contact: Gary
Taylor 601-977-5413.

Revision to FR Notice Published 10/
31/2014; Extending Comment Period
from 1/29/2015 to 03/16/2015.

EIS No. 20140371, Draft EIS, USACE,
CA, South San Francisco Bay
Shoreline Phase I, Comment Period
Ends: 02/23/2015, Contact: William
DeJager 415-503—6866.

Revision to FR Notice Published 12/
19/2014; Extending the Comment Period
from 02/02/2015 to 02/23/2015.
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Dated: February 3, 2015.
Cliff Rader,

Director, NEPA Compliance Division, Office
of Federal Activities.

[FR Doc. 2015-02472 Filed 2-5—15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[EPA-HQ-OPP-2014-0835; FRL-9921-96]

Pesticide Experimental Use Permit;
Receipt of Application; Comment
Request

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: This notice announces EPA’s
receipt of an application 88232—-EUP-R
from Southern Garden Citrus requesting
an experimental use permit (EUP) for
the SoD2 and SoD7 defensin proteins
derived from spinach and inserted into
citrus. The Agency has determined that
the permit may be of regional and
national significance. Therefore,
because of the potential significance,
EPA is seeking comments on this
application.

DATES: Comments must be received on
or before March 9, 2015.

ADDRESSES: Submit your comments,
identified by docket identification (ID)
number EPA-HQ-OPP-2014-0835, by
one of the following methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: http://
www.regulations.gov. Follow the online
instructions for submitting comments.
Do not submit electronically any
information you consider to be
Confidential Business Information (CBI)
or other information whose disclosure is
restricted by statute.

e Mail: OPP Docket, Environmental
Protection Agency Docket Center (EPA/
DC), (28221T), 1200 Pennsylvania Ave.,
NW., Washington, DC 20460—-0001.

e Hand Delivery: To make special
arrangements for hand delivery or
delivery of boxed information, please
follow the instructions at http://
www.epa.gov/dockets/contacts.html.

Additional instructions on
commenting or visiting the docket,
along with more information about
dockets generally, is available at
http://www.epa.gov/dockets.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Robert McNally, Biopesticides and
Pollution Prevention Division (7511P),
Office of Pesticide Programs,
Environmental Protection Agency, 1200
Pennsylvania Ave. NW., Washington,
DC 20460-0001; main telephone

number: (703) 305-7090; email address:
BPPDFRNotices@epa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. General Information

A. Does this action apply to me?

This action is directed to the public
in general. Although this action may be
of particular interest to those persons
who conduct or sponsor research on
pesticides, the Agency has not
attempted to describe all the specific
entities that may be affected by this
action.

B. What should I consider as I prepare
my comments for EPA?

1. Submitting CBI. Do not submit this
information to EPA through
regulations.gov or email. Clearly mark
the part or all of the information that
you claim to be CBI. For CBI
information in a disk or CD-ROM that
you mail to EPA, mark the outside of the
disk or CD-ROM as CBI and then
identify electronically within the disk or
CD-ROM the specific information that
is claimed as CBI. In addition to one
complete version of the comment that
includes information claimed as CBI, a
copy of the comment that does not
contain the information claimed as CBI
must be submitted for inclusion in the
public docket. Information so marked
will not be disclosed except in
accordance with procedures set forth in
40 CFR part 2.

2. Tips for preparing your comments.
When preparing and submitting your
comments, see the commenting tips at
http://www.epa.gov/dockets/
comments.html.

3. Environmental justice. EPA seeks to
achieve environmental justice, the fair
treatment and meaningful involvement
of any group, including minority and/or
low income populations, in the
development, implementation, and
enforcement of environmental laws,
regulations, and policies. To help
address potential environmental justice
issues, the Agency seeks information on
any groups or segments of the
population who, as a result of their
location, cultural practices, or other
factors, may have atypical or
disproportionately high and adverse
human health impacts or environmental
effects from exposure to the pesticide(s)
discussed in this document, compared
to the general population.

II. What action is the Agency taking?

Under section 5 of the Federal
Insecticide, Fungicide and Rodenticide
Act (FIFRA), 7 U.S.C. 136¢, EPA can
allow manufacturers to field test
pesticides under development.

Manufacturers are required to obtain an
EUP before testing new pesticides or
new uses of pesticides if they conduct
experimental field tests on 10 acres or
more of land or one acre or more of
water.

Pursuant to 40 CFR 172.11(a), the
Agency has determined that the
following EUP application may be of
regional and national significance, and
therefore is seeking public comment on
the EUP application:

Submitter: Southern Garden Citrus,
1820 Country Rd. 833, Clewiston, FL
33440 (88232-EUP-R).

Pesticide Chemicals: SoD2 and SoD7
defensin proteins derived from spinach
(Spinacia oleracea L.) inserted into
citrus in order to confer disease
resistance.

Summary of Request: Southern
Garden Citrus is requesting an
experimental use permit (EUP) for the
SoD2 and SoD7 defensin proteins
derived from spinach (Spinacia oleracea
L.) inserted into citrus in order to confer
disease resistance. The purpose is to
gather and evaluate samples collected in
the field that will be used in analytical
studies to produce data. Southern
Garden Citrus’ proposed experimental
program would begin on May 1, 2015,
and would go until April 18, 2018;
would take place on a total of 200 acres
in Florida and Texas; and would use
18.75 Kilogram (kg) (in Florida) and
3.75 kg (in Texas) of active ingredient.
The proposed testing will be conducted
to generate agronomic, efficacy and
regulatory data and information.

Following the review of the
application and any comments and data
received in response to this solicitation,
EPA will decide whether to issue or
deny the EUP request, and if issued, the
conditions under which it is to be
conducted. Any issuance of an EUP will
be announced in the Federal Register.

Authority: 7 U.S.C. 136 et seq.
Dated: January 27, 2015.
Robert McNally,

Director, Biopesticides and Pollution
Prevention Division, Office of Pesticide
Programs.

[FR Doc. 2015-02173 Filed 2—5-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[EPA-HQ-OPP-2015-0025; FRL-9921-95]

Pesticide Experimental Use Permit;
Receipt of Application; Comment
Request

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
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ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: This notice announces EPA’s
receipt of application 72500-EUP-G
from Scimetrics Ltd. Corp. requesting an
experimental use permit (EUP) for the
chemical warfarin. The Agency has
determined that the permit may be of
regional and national significance.
Therefore, because of the potential
significance, EPA is seeking comments
on this application.

DATES: Comments must be received on
or before March 9, 2015.

ADDRESSES: Submit your comments,
identified by docket identification (ID)
number EPA-HQ-OPP-2015-0025, by
one of the following methods:

o Federal eRulemaking Portal: http://
www.regulations.gov. Follow the online
instructions for submitting comments.
Do not submit electronically any
information you consider to be
Confidential Business Information (CBI)
or other information whose disclosure is
restricted by statute.

e Mail: OPP Docket, Environmental
Protection Agency Docket Center (EPA/
DC), (28221T), 1200 Pennsylvania Ave.
NW., Washington, DC 20460-0001.

e Hand Delivery: To make special
arrangements for hand delivery or
delivery of boxed information, please
follow the instructions at http://
www.epa.gov/dockets/contacts.html.

Additional instructions on
commenting or visiting the docket,
along with more information about
dockets generally, is available at
http://www.epa.gov/dockets.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Susan Lewis, Registration Division
(7505P), Office of Pesticide Programs,
Environmental Protection Agency, 1200
Pennsylvania Ave. NW., Washington,
DC 20460-0001; main telephone
number: (703) 305—7090; email address:
RDFRNotices@epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. General Information
A. Does this action apply to me?

This action is directed to the public
in general. Although this action may be
of particular interest to those persons
who conduct or sponsor research on
pesticides, the Agency has not
attempted to describe all the specific
entities that may be affected by this
action.

B. What should I consider as I prepare
my comments for EPA?

1. Submitting CBI. Do not submit this
information to EPA through
regulations.gov or email. Clearly mark
the part or all of the information that
you claim to be CBI. For CBI

information in a disk or CD-ROM that
you mail to EPA, mark the outside of the
disk or CD-ROM as CBI and then
identify electronically within the disk or
CD-ROM the specific information that
is claimed as CBI. In addition to one
complete version of the comment that
includes information claimed as CBI, a
copy of the comment that does not
contain the information claimed as CBI
must be submitted for inclusion in the
public docket. Information so marked
will not be disclosed except in
accordance with procedures set forth in
40 CFR part 2.

2. Tips for preparing your comments.
When preparing and submitting your
comments, see the commenting tips at
http://www.epa.gov/dockets/
comments.html.

3. Environmental justice. EPA seeks to
achieve environmental justice, the fair
treatment and meaningful involvement
of any group, including minority and/or
low income populations, in the
development, implementation, and
enforcement of environmental laws,
regulations, and policies. To help
address potential environmental justice
issues, the Agency seeks information on
any groups or segments of the
population who, as a result of their
location, cultural practices, or other
factors, may have atypical or
disproportionately high and adverse
human health impacts or environmental
effects from exposure to the pesticide(s)
discussed in this document, compared
to the general population.

II. What action is the agency taking?

Under section 5 of the Federal
Insecticide, Fungicide and Rodenticide
Act (FIFRA), 7 U.S. C. 136¢, EPA can
allow manufacturers to field test
pesticides under development.
Manufacturers are required to obtain an
EUP before testing new pesticides or
new uses of pesticides if they conduct
experimental field tests on 10 acres or
more of land or one acre or more of
water.

Pursuant to 40 CFR 172.11(a), the
Agency has determined that the
following EUP application may be of
regional and national significance, and
therefore is seeking public comment on
the EUP application:

Submitter: Scimetrics Ltd. Corp.
(72500-EUP-G).

Pesticide Chemical: Warfarin.

Summary of Request: Applicant seeks
permission to test the effectiveness of
baits of two concentrations of the
anticoagulant rodenticide warfarin for
effectiveness in controlling populations
of feral hogs (Sus scrofa). Applicant
requests use of up to 1.5 pounds (lbs.)
of the active ingredient in bait-dispenser

applications on a total area of up to
2,471 acres, divided into two plots of
equal area and located in Hall County,
TX. One treated plot is to be baited with
a cracked-corn-based formulation
containing warfarin at a concentration
of 0.005%. The other treated plot is to
be treated with a 0.01% warfarin
cracked-corn bait. Applicant requests
authority to use up to 10,000 lbs. of bait
formulated at each of these
concentrations. Treated plots are
proposed to include areas described as
dry land row crops, irrigated row crops,
native pasture, and/or brushy washes.
The bait dispensers to be used in the
proposed field trial are reported to deter
direct access to bait by species other
than feral hogs.

Following the review of the
application and any comments and data
received in response to this solicitation,
EPA will decide whether to issue or
deny the EUP request, and if issued, the
conditions under which it is to be
conducted. Any issuance of an EUP will
be announced in the Federal Register.

Authority: 7 U.S.C. 136 et seq.

Dated: January 27, 2015.
Susan T. Lewis,
Director, Registration Division, Office of
Pesticide Programs.
[FR Doc. 2015-02178 Filed 2-5-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[FRL-9922-60-OGC]

Proposed Settlement Agreement,
Clean Air Act Citizen Suit

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.

ACTION: Notice of proposed settlement
agreement; request for public comment.

SUMMARY: In accordance with section
113(g) of the Clean Air Act, as amended
(“CAA” or the “Act”), notice is hereby
given of a proposed settlement
agreement to address a lawsuit filed by
Finger Lakes Zero Waste Coalition, Inc.
and Katherine M. Bennett Roll
(collectively Plaintiffs”’): Finger Lakes
Zero Waste Coalition, Inc. v. McCarthy,
No. 6:14-cv-06542 (W.D.N.Y.). On
September 16, 2014, Plaintiffs filed this
complaint alleging that Gina McCarthy,
in her official capacity as Administrator
of the United States Environmental
Protection Agency (“EPA”), failed to
perform a non-discretionary duty to
grant or deny within 60 days a petition
submitted by Plaintiffs. In their petition,
Plaintiffs requested that EPA object to a
CAA Title V permit issued by the New
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York State Department of
Environmental Conservation to Seneca
Energy II, LLC, for purposes of operating
a landfill gas-to-energy facility in
Stanley, New York. The proposed
settlement agreement would establish a
deadline for EPA to respond to this
petition.

DATES: Written comments on the
proposed settlement agreement must be
received by March 9, 2015.

ADDRESSES: Submit your comments,
identified by Docket ID number EPA—
HQ-0OGC-2015-0080, online at
www.regulations.gov (EPA’s preferred
method); by email to oei.docket@
epa.gov; by mail to EPA Docket Center,
Environmental Protection Agency,
Mailcode: 2822T, 1200 Pennsylvania
Ave. NW., Washington, DC 20460-0001;
or by hand delivery or courier to EPA
Docket Center, EPA West, Room 3334,
1301 Constitution Ave. NW.,
Washington, DC, between 8:30 a.m. and
4:30 p.m. Monday through Friday,
excluding legal holidays. Comments on
a disk or CD-ROM should be formatted
in Word or ASCII file, avoiding the use
of special characters and any form of
encryption, and may be mailed to the
mailing address above.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Zach Pilchen, Air and Radiation Law
Office (2344A), Office of General
Counsel, U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, 1200 Pennsylvania Ave., NW.,
Washington, DC 20460; telephone: (202)
564—2812; fax number (202) 564—5603;
email address: pilchen.zach@epa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Additional Information About the
Proposed Settlement Agreement

This proposed settlement agreement
would resolve a lawsuit filed by
Plaintiffs seeking to compel the
Administrator to take actions under
CAA section 505(b)(2). Under the terms
of the proposed settlement agreement,
EPA would agree to sign a response to
the petition by June 30, 2015. The
proposed settlement agreement also
provides for the possibility that
circumstances beyond EPA’s reasonable
control could delay compliance with the
June 30, 2015 deadline, and provides a
framework for extending that deadline.
In addition, the proposed settlement
agreement also enumerates Plaintiffs’
costs of litigation, including attorney
fees, and provides that payment of those
costs will constitute a full and complete
settlement of all of Plaintiffs’ costs in
connection with this litigation.

For a period of thirty (30) days
following the date of publication of this
notice, the Agency will accept written
comments relating to the proposed

settlement agreement from persons who
are not named as parties or intervenors
to the litigation in question. EPA or the
Department of Justice may withdraw or
withhold consent to the proposed
settlement agreement if the comments
disclose facts or considerations that
indicate that such consent is
inappropriate, improper, inadequate, or
inconsistent with the requirements of
the Act. Unless EPA or the Department
of Justice determines that consent to this
settlement agreement should be
withdrawn, the terms of the settlement
agreement will be affirmed.

II. Additional Information About
Commenting on the Proposed
Settlement Agreement

A. How can I get a copy of the proposed
settlement agreement?

The official public docket for this
action (identified by Docket ID No.
EPA-HQ-0OGC-2015-0080) contains a
copy of the proposed settlement
agreement. The official public docket is
available for public viewing at the
Office of Environmental Information
(OEI) Docket in the EPA Docket Center,
EPA West, Room 3334, 1301
Constitution Ave. NW., Washington,
DC. The EPA Docket Center Public
Reading Room is open from 8:30 a.m. to
4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday,
excluding legal holidays. The telephone
number for the Public Reading Room is
(202) 566—1744, and the telephone
number for the OEI Docket is (202) 566—
1752.

An electronic version of the public
docket is available through
www.regulations.gov. You may use the
www.regulations.gov to submit or view
public comments, access the index
listing of the contents of the official
public docket, and access those
documents in the public docket that are
available electronically. Once in the
system, key in the appropriate docket
identification number then select
““search.”

It is important to note that EPA’s
policy is that public comments, whether
submitted electronically or in paper,
will be made available for public
viewing online at www.regulations.gov
without change, unless the comment
contains copyrighted material, CBI, or
other information whose disclosure is
restricted by statute. Information
claimed as CBI and other information
whose disclosure is restricted by statute
is not included in the official public
docket or in the electronic public
docket. EPA’s policy is that copyrighted
material, including copyrighted material
contained in a public comment, will not
be placed in EPA’s electronic public

docket but will be available only in
printed, paper form in the official public
docket. Although not all docket
materials may be available
electronically, you may still access any
of the publicly available docket
materials through the EPA Docket
Center.

B. How and to whom do I submit
comments?

You may submit comments as
provided in the ADDRESSES section.
Please ensure that your comments are
submitted within the specified comment
period. Comments received after the
close of the comment period will be
marked “late.” EPA is not required to
consider these late comments.

If you submit an electronic comment,
EPA recommends that you include your
name, mailing address, and an email
address or other contact information in
the body of your comment and with any
disk or CD ROM you submit. This
ensures that you can be identified as the
submitter of the comment and allows
EPA to contact you in case EPA cannot
read your comment due to technical
difficulties or needs further information
on the substance of your comment. Any
identifying or contact information
provided in the body of a comment will
be included as part of the comment that
is placed in the official public docket,
and made available in EPA’s electronic
public docket. If EPA cannot read your
comment due to technical difficulties
and cannot contact you for clarification,
EPA may not be able to consider your
comment.

Use of the www.regulations.gov Web
site to submit comments to EPA
electronically is EPA’s preferred method
for receiving comments. The electronic
public docket system is an “anonymous
access” system, which means EPA will
not know your identity, email address,
or other contact information unless you
provide it in the body of your comment.
In contrast to EPA’s electronic public
docket, EPA’s electronic mail (email)
system is not an “anonymous access”’
system. If you send an email comment
directly to the Docket without going
through www.regulations.gov, your
email address is automatically captured
and included as part of the comment
that is placed in the official public
docket, and made available in EPA’s
electronic public docket.

Dated: January 29, 2015.
Brian L. Doster,
Acting Associate General Counsel.
[FR Doc. 2015—02489 Filed 2-5-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

[OMB 3060—xxxx]

Information Collection Being
Submitted for Review and Approval to
the Office of Management and Budget

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Notice and request for
comments.

SUMMARY: As part of its continuing effort
to reduce paperwork burdens, and as
required by the Paperwork Reduction
Act (PRA) of 1995 (44 U.S.C. 3501
3520), the Federal Communications
Commission (FCC or Commission)
invites the general public and other
Federal agencies to take this
opportunity to comment on the
following information collection.
Comments are requested concerning:
Whether the proposed collection of
information is necessary for the proper
performance of the functions of the
Commission, including whether the
information shall have practical utility;
the accuracy of the Commission’s
burden estimate; ways to enhance the
quality, utility, and clarity of the
information collected; ways to minimize
the burden of the collection of
information on the respondents,
including the use of automated
collection techniques or other forms of
information technology; and ways to
further reduce the information
collection burden on small business
concerns with fewer than 25 employees.
The FCC may not conduct or sponsor
a collection of information unless it
displays a currently valid OMB control
number. No person shall be subject to
any penalty for failing to comply with
a collection of information subject to the
PRA that does not display a valid OMB
control number.
DATES: Written comments should be
submitted on or before March 9, 2015.
If you anticipate that you will be
submitting comments, but find it
difficult to do so within the period of
time allowed by this notice, you should
advise the contacts below as soon as
possible.

ADDRESSES: Direct all PRA comments to
Nicholas A. Fraser, OMB, via email
Nicholas A. Fraser@omb.eop.gov; and
to Cathy Williams, FCC, via email PRA@
fecc.gov and to Cathy.Williams@fcc.gov.
Include in the comments the OMB
control number as shown in the
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION section
below.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: FFor
additional information or copies of the

information collection, contact Cathy
Williams at (202) 418-2918. To view a
copy of this information collection
request (ICR) submitted to OMB: (1) Go
to the Web page http://www.reginfo.gov/
public/do/PRAMain, (2) look for the
section of the Web page called
“Currently Under Review,” (3) click on
the downward-pointing arrow in the
“Select Agency” box below the
“Currently Under Review” heading, (4)
select “Federal Communications
Commission” from the list of agencies
presented in the “Select Agency” box,
(5) click the “Submit” button to the
right of the “Select Agency” box, (6)
when the list of FCC ICRs currently
under review appears, look for the OMB
control number of this ICR and then
click on the ICR Reference Number. A
copy of the FCC submission to OMB
will be displayed.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

OMB Control No.: 3060—XXXX.

Title: Section 74.802, Low Power
Auxiliary Stations Co-channel
Coordination with TV Broadcast
Stations.

Form No.: Not Applicable.

Type of Review: New collection.

Respondents: Business or other for-
profit entities; not-for-profit institutions;
Federal government; and state, local or
tribal government.

Number of Respondents and
Responses: 400 respondents and 227
responses.

Estimated Time Per Response: 1.0
hour.

Frequency of Response: On occasion
reporting requirement and third party
disclosure requirement.

Obligation to Respond: Required to
obtain or retain benefits. The statutory
authority for this collection of
information is contained in 47 U.S.C.
151, 154, 301, 303, 307, 308, 309, 310,
316, 319, 325(b), 332, 336(f), 338, 339,
340, 399b, 403, 534, 535, 1404, 1452,
and 1454.

Total Annual Burden: 227 hours.

Total Annual Cost: $56,750.00.

Privacy Act Impact Assessment: There
are no impacts under the Privacy Act.

Nature and Extent of Confidentiality:
In general there is no need for
confidentiality with this collection of
information.

Needs and Uses: On June 2, 2014, the
Commission released a Report and
Order, FCC 14-50, GN Docket No. 12—
268, “Expanding the Economic and
Innovation Opportunities of Spectrum
Through Incentive Auctions.” This
order adopted a revision to a
Commission rule, 47 CFR 74.802(b), to
permit low power auxiliary stations
(LPAS), including wireless

microphones, to operate in the bands
allocated for TV broadcasting at revised
distances from a co-channel television’s
contour, and provided LPAS operators
to operate even closer to television
stations provided that any such
operations are coordinated with TV
broadcast stations that could be affected
by the LPAS operations. The
Commission seeks Office of
Management and Budget (OMB)
approval for a new information
collection for the coordination process
adopted in the Commission’s Report
and Order, FCC 14-50 for such co-
channel operations, in 47 CFR
74.802d(b)(2).

Federal Communications Commission.
Marlene H. Dortch,

Secretary, Office of the Secretary, Office of
the Managing Director.

[FR Doc. 2015—-02357 Filed 2-5—15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712-01-P

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

[OMB 3060-0725]

Information Collection Being Reviewed
by the Federal Communications
Commission

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Notice and request for
comments.

SUMMARY: As part of its continuing effort
to reduce paperwork burdens, and as
required by the Paperwork Reduction
Act (PRA) of 1995 (44 U.S.C. 3501
3520), the Federal Communications
Commission (FCC or the Commission)
invites the general public and other
Federal agencies to take this
opportunity to comment on the
following information collection.
Comments are requested concerning:
Whether the proposed collection of
information is necessary for the proper
performance of the functions of the
Commission, including whether the
information shall have practical utility;
the accuracy of the Commission’s
burden estimate; ways to enhance the
quality, utility, and clarity of the
information collected; ways to minimize
the burden of the collection of
information on the respondents,
including the use of automated
collection techniques or other forms of
information technology; and ways to
further reduce the information
collection burden on small business
concerns with fewer than 25 employees.
The FCC may not conduct or sponsor a
collection of information unless it
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displays a currently valid control
number. No person shall be subject to
any penalty for failing to comply with

a collection of information subject to the
PRA that does not display a valid Office
of Management and Budget (OMB)
control number.

DATES: Written PRA comments should
be submitted on or before April 7, 2015.
If you anticipate that you will be
submitting comments, but find it
difficult to do so within the period of
time allowed by this notice, you should
advise the contact listed below as soon
as possible.

ADDRESSES: Direct all PRA comments to
Nicole Ongele, FCC, via email PRA@
fecc.gov and to Nicole.Ongele@fcc.gov.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
additional information about the
information collection, contact Nicole
Ongele at (202) 418-2991.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

OMB Control Number: 3060-0725.

Title: Quarterly Nondiscrimination
Recordkeeping (on Quality of Service,
Installation and Maintenance) by Bell
Operating Companies (BOCs).

Form Number: N/A.

Type of Review: Revision of a
currently approved collection.

Respondents: Business or other for-
profit entities.

Number of Respondents: 3
respondents; 12 responses.

Estimated Time per Response: 10
hours.

Frequency of Response: Quarterly
recordkeeping requirement.

Obligation to Respond: Required to
obtain or retain benefits. Statutory
authority for this information collection
is contained in 47 U.S.C. 151, 154, 201—
205, 215, 218-220, 226 and 276.

Total Annual Burden: 120 hours.

Total Annual Cost: No cost.

Privacy Impact Assessment: No
impact(s).

Nature and Extent of Confidentiality:
The Commission is not requesting that
the respondent submit confidential
information to the FCC. Respondents
may, however, request confidential
treatment for information they believe to
be confidential under 47 CFR 0.459 of
the Commission’s rules.

Needs and Uses: This information
collection concerns the
nondiscrimination records regarding
quality of service, installation and
maintenance by Bell Operating
Companies (BOCs) pursuant to
Computer III and Open Network
Architecture (ONA) requirements.
Formerly, BOCs were required to submit
nondiscrimination reports with regard
to payphones to prevent BOCs from
discriminating in favor of their own

payphones. The reports allowed the
Commission to determine how the BOCs
provided competing payphone
providers with equal access to all the
basic underlying network services that
are provided to its own payphones.

Since the prior request for
authorization, in Report and Order FCC
No. 13-69, the Commission eliminated
ONA narrowband (i.e., not broadband)
quarterly nondiscrimination reporting
requirements. However, the underlying
recordkeeping obligations remain and
the burden hours have decreased.

Federal Communications Commission.
Marlene H. Dortch,

Secretary, Office of the Secretary, Office of
the Managing Director.

[FR Doc. 2015—-02358 Filed 2—-5-15; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 6712-01-P

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

[OMB 3060-0817]

Information Collection Being Reviewed
by the Federal Communications
Commission

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Notice and request for
comments.

SUMMARY: As part of its continuing effort
to reduce paperwork burdens, and as
required by the Paperwork Reduction
Act (PRA) of 1995 (44 U.S.C. 3501—
3520), the Federal Communications
Commission (FCC or the Commaission)
invites the general public and other
Federal agencies to take this
opportunity to comment on the
following information collection.
Comments are requested concerning:
Whether the proposed collection of
information is necessary for the proper
performance of the functions of the
Commission, including whether the
information shall have practical utility;
the accuracy of the Commission’s
burden estimate; ways to enhance the
quality, utility, and clarity of the
information collected; ways to minimize
the burden of the collection of
information on the respondents,
including the use of automated
collection techniques or other forms of
information technology; and ways to
further reduce the information
collection burden on small business
concerns with fewer than 25 employees.
The FCC may not conduct or sponsor a
collection of information unless it
displays a currently valid control
number. No person shall be subject to
any penalty for failing to comply with

a collection of information subject to the
PRA that does not display a valid Office
of Management and Budget (OMB)
control number.

DATES: Written PRA comments should
be submitted on or before April 7, 2015.
If you anticipate that you will be
submitting comments, but find it
difficult to do so within the period of
time allowed by this notice, you should
advise the contact listed below as soon
as possible.

ADDRESSES: Direct all PRA comments to
Nicole Ongele, FCC, via email PRA@
fecc.gov and to Nicole.Ongele@fcc.gov.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
additional information about the
information collection, contact Nicole
Ongele at (202) 418-2991.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

OMB Control Number: 3060-0817.

Title: Computer III Further Remand
Proceedings: BOC Provision of
Enhanced Services (ONA
Requirements), CC Docket No. 95-20.

Form Number: N/A.

Type of Review: Revision of a
currently approved collection.

Respondents: Business or other for-
profit entities.

Number of Respondents: 3
respondents; 6 responses.

Estimated Time per Response: 2—50
hours.

Frequency of Response: On occasion;
reporting requirements and third party
disclosure.

Obligation to Respond: Required to
retain or obtain benefits. Statutory
authority for this information collection
isin 47 U.S.C.s 151, 152, 154, 161, 201—
205, 208, 251, 260 and 271-276.

Total Annual Burden: 150 hours.

Total Annual Cost: No cost.

Privacy Impact Assessment: No
impact.

Nature and Extent of Confidentiality:
The Commission is not requesting that
the respondents submit confidential
information to the FCC. However,
applicants may request confidential
treatment of t information they assert is
confidential under 47 CFR 0.459 of the
Commission’s rules.

Needs and Uses: The Commission has
eliminated certain reporting
requirements because the Bell Operating
Companies (BOCs) are no longer
required to file semi-annual reports with
the Commission addressing Comparably
Efficient Interconnection (CEI) and
Open Network Architecture (ONA)
services. BOCs are required to post their
CEI plans and amendments on their
publicly accessible Internet sites. The
requirement extends to all CEI plans for
intralLATA information services,
telemessaging, or alarm monitoring
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services, and for new or amended
payphone services. If the BOC receives
a good faith request for a plan from
someone who does not have Internet
access, the BOC must notify that person
where a paper copy of the plan is
available for public inspection. The CEI
plans will be used to ensure that BOCs
comply with Commission policies and
regulations safeguarding against
potential anticompetitive behavior by
the BOCs in the provision of
information services.

Federal Communications Commission.
Sheryl D. Todd,

Deputy Secretary, Office of the Secretary,
Office of the Managing Director.

[FR Doc. 2015-02412 Filed 2—-5-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712-01-P

FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE
CORPORATION

Agency Information Collection
Activities: Proposed Collection
Renewal; Comment Request (3064—
185)

AGENCY: Federal Deposit Insurance
Corporation (FDIC).

ACTION: Notice and request for comment.

SUMMARY: The FDIC, as part of its
continuing effort to reduce paperwork
and respondent burden, invites the
general public and other Federal
agencies to take this opportunity to
comment on the renewal of an existing
information collection, as required by
the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995.
Currently, the FDIC is soliciting
comment on renewal of the information
collection described below.

DATES: Comments must be submitted on
or before April 7, 2015.

ADDRESSES: Interested parties are
invited to submit written comments to
the FDIC by any of the following
methods:

e hitp://www.FDIC.gov/regulations/
laws/federal/.

e Email: comments@fdic.gov Include
the name of the collection in the subject
line of the message.

e Mail: Gary A. Kuiper, Counsel,
(202.898.3877), or John Popeo, Counsel,
(202.898.6923), MB-3007, Federal
Deposit Insurance Corporation, 550 17th
Street NW., Washington, DC 20429.
Hand Delivery: Comments may be hand-
delivered to the guard station at the rear
of the 17th Street Building (located on
F Street), on business days between 7:00
a.m. and 5:00 p.m.

All comments should refer to the
relevant OMB control number. A copy
of the comments may also be submitted

to the OMB desk officer for the FDIC:
Office of Information and Regulatory
Affairs, Office of Management and
Budget, New Executive Office Building,
Washington, DC 20503.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Gary
A. Kuiper or John Popeo, at the FDIC
address above.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Proposal To Renew the Following
Currently-Approved Collection of
Information

1. Title: Resolution Plans Required for
Insured Depository Institutions With
$50 Billion or More in Total Assets.

OMB Number: 3064—0185.

Affected Public: Large and highly
complex depository institutions.

A. Estimated Number of Respondents
for Contingent Resolution Plan: 37.

Frequency of Response: Once.

Estimated Time per Response: 7,200
hours per respondent.

Estimated Total Burden: 266,400
hours.

B. Estimated Number of Respondents
for Annual Update of Resolution Plan:
37.

Frequency of Response: Annual.

Estimated Time per Response: 452
hours per respondent.

Estimated Total Burden: 16,724
hours.

C. Estimated Number of Respondents
for Notice of Material Change Affecting
Resolution Plan: 37.

Frequency of Response: Zero to two
times annually.

Estimated Time per Response: 226
hours per respondent.

Estimated Total Burden: 8,362 hours.

General Description of Collection:
This Rule requires an insured
depository institution with $50 billion
or more in total assets to submit
periodically to the FDIC a contingent
plan for the resolution of such
institution in the event of its failure
(”’Resolution Plan”). This Rule created
the requirements for submission and
content of a Resolution Plan, as well as
procedures for review by the FDIC. The
Rule requires a covered insured
depository institution (CIDI) to submit a
Resolution Plan that should enable the
FDIC, as receiver, to resolve the
institution under Sections 11 and 13 of
the Federal Deposit Insurance Act, 12
U.S.C. 1821 and 1823, in a manner that
ensures that depositors receive access to
their insured deposits within one
business day of the institution’s failure
(two business days if the failure occurs
on a day other than Friday), maximizes
the net present value return from the
sale or disposition of its assets and
minimizes the amount of any loss to be

realized by the institution’s creditors.
The Rule is intended to address the
continuing exposure of the banking
industry to the risks of insolvency of
large and complex insured depository
institutions, an exposure that can be
mitigated with proper resolution
planning.

Request for Comment

Comments are invited on: (a) Whether
the collection of information is
necessary for the proper performance of
the FDIC’s functions, including whether
the information has practical utility; (b)
the accuracy of the estimates of the
burden of the information collection,
including the validity of the
methodology and assumptions used; (c)
ways to enhance the quality, utility, and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and (d) ways to minimize the
burden of the information collection on
respondents, including through the use
of automated collection techniques or
other forms of information technology.
All comments will become a matter of
public record.

Dated at Washington, DC, this 3rd day of
February 2015.

Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation.
Robert E. Feldman,

Executive Secretary.

[FR Doc. 2015-02424 Filed 2-5-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6714-01-P

FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE
CORPORATION

Agency Information Collection
Activities: Proposed Collection
Renewal; Comment Request (3064—
0179)

AGENCY: Federal Deposit Insurance
Corporation (FDIC).

ACTION: Notice and request for comment.

SUMMARY: The FDIC, as part of its
continuing effort to reduce paperwork
and respondent burden, invites the
general public and other Federal
agencies to take this opportunity to
comment on the renewal of an existing
information collection, as required by
the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995.
Currently, the FDIC is soliciting
comment on renewal of the information
collection described below.

DATES: Comments must be submitted on
or before April 7, 2015.
ADDRESSES: Interested parties are
invited to submit written comments to
the FDIC by any of the following
methods:

e http://www.FDIC.gov/regulations/
laws/federal/.
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e Email: comments@fdic.gov Include
the name of the collection in the subject
line of the message.

e Mail: Gary A. Kuiper, Counsel,
(202.898.3877), or John Popeo, Counsel,
(202.898.6923), MB-3007, Federal
Deposit Insurance Corporation, 550 17th
Street NW., Washington, DC 20429.

Hand Delivery: Comments may be
hand-delivered to the guard station at
the rear of the 17th Street Building
(located on F Street), on business days
between 7:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m.

All comments should refer to the
relevant OMB control number. A copy
of the comments may also be submitted
to the OMB desk officer for the FDIC:
Office of Information and Regulatory
Affairs, Office of Management and
Budget, New Executive Office Building,
Washington, DC 20503.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Gary
A. Kuiper or John Popeo, at the FDIC
address above.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Proposal To Renew the Following
Currently-Approved Collection of
Information

1. Title: Assessment Rate Adjustment
Guidelines for Large and Highly
Complex Institutions.

OMB Number: 3064-0179.

Affected Public: Large and highly
complex depository institutions.

Estimated Number of Respondents:
11.

Estimated Time per Response: 80
hours.

Frequency of Response: Annual.

Estimated Total Annual Burden: 880
hours.

Total Annual Burden: 880 hours.

General Description of Collection:
These guidelines established process
through which large and highly
complex depository institutions could
request a deposit insurance assessment
rate adjustment from the FDIC.

Request for Comment

Comments are invited on: (a) Whether
the collection of information is
necessary for the proper performance of
the FDIC’s functions, including whether
the information has practical utility; (b)
the accuracy of the estimates of the
burden of the information collection,
including the validity of the
methodology and assumptions used; (c)
ways to enhance the quality, utility, and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and (d) ways to minimize the
burden of the information collection on
respondents, including through the use
of automated collection techniques or
other forms of information technology.
All comments will become a matter of
public record.

Dated at Washington, DC, this 3rd day of
February 2015.

Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation.
Robert E. Feldman,

Executive Secretary.

[FR Doc. 2015—-02423 Filed 2—5-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6714-01-P

FEDERAL HOUSING FINANCE
AGENCY

[No. 2015-N-01]

Notice of Annual Adjustment of the
Cap on Average Total Assets That
Defines Community Financial
Institutions

AGENCY: Federal Housing Finance
Agency.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Federal Housing Finance
Agency (FHFA) has adjusted the cap on
average total assets that defines a
“Community Financial Institution” to
$1,123,000,000, based on the annual
percentage increase in the Consumer
Price Index for all urban consumers
(CPI-U) as published by the Department
of Labor (DOL). These changes took
effect on January 1, 2015.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Amy Tran, Division of Federal Home
Loan Bank Regulation, (202) 649-3319,
Amy.Tran@fhfa.gov, or Eric M.
Raudenbush, Assistant General Counsel,
(202) 649-3084, Eric.Raudenbush@
fhfa.gov, (not toll-free numbers), Federal
Housing Finance Agency, Constitution
Center, 400 Seventh Street SW.,
Washington, DC 20024.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Statutory and Regulatory Background

The Federal Home Loan Bank Act
(Bank Act) confers upon insured
depository institutions that meet the
statutory definition of a “Community
Financial Institution” (CFI) certain
advantages over non-CFI insured
depository institutions in qualifying for
Federal Home Loan Bank (Bank)
membership, and in the purposes for
which they may receive long-term
advances and the collateral they may
pledge to secure advances.! Section
2(10)(A) of the Bank Act and § 1263.1 of
FHFA’s regulations define a CFI as any
Bank member the deposits of which are
insured by the Federal Deposit
Insurance Corporation and that has
average total assets below a statutory
cap.2 The Bank Act was amended in
2008 to set the statutory cap at $1

1See 12 U.S.C. 1424(a), 1430(a).
2See 12 U.S.C. 1422(10)(A); 12 CFR 1263.1.

billion and to require the Director of
FHFA to adjust the cap annually to
reflect the percentage increase in the
CPI-U, as published by the DOL, for the
prior year.? For 2014, FHFA set the CFI
asset cap at $1,108,000,000, which
reflected a 1.2 percent increase over
2013, based upon the increase in the
CPI-U between 2012 and 2013.4

II. The CFI Asset Cap for 2015

As of January 1, 2015, FHFA has
increased the CFI asset cap from
$1,108,000,000 to $1,123,000,000,
which reflects a 1.3 percent increase in
the unadjusted CPI-U from November
2013 to November 2014. The new
amount was obtained by rounding to the
nearest million, as has been the practice
for all prior adjustments. Consistent
with the practice of other Federal
agencies, FHFA bases the annual
adjustment to the CFI asset cap on the
percentage increase in the CPI-U from
November of the year prior to the
preceding calendar year to November of
the preceding calendar year, because the
November figures represent the most
recent available data as of January 1st of
the current calendar year.

In calculating the CFI asset cap, FHFA
uses CPI-U data that have not been
seasonally adjusted (i.e., the data have
not been adjusted to remove the
estimated effect of price changes that
normally occur at the same time and in
about the same magnitude every year).
The DOL encourages use of unadjusted
CPI-U data in applying “escalation”
provisions such as that governing the
CF1 asset cap, because the factors that
are used to seasonally adjust the data
are amended annually, and seasonally
adjusted data that are published earlier
are subject to revision for up to five
years following their original release.
Unadjusted data are not routinely
subject to revision, and previously
published unadjusted data are only
corrected when significant calculation
errors are discovered.

Dated: January 27, 2015.
Melvin L. Watt,
Director, Federal Housing Finance Agency.
[FR Doc. 2015-02402 Filed 2-5-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 8070-01-P

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION

Sunshine Act Meeting

AGENCY: Federal Maritime Commission.

TIME AND DATE: February 11, 2015; 10:00
a.m.

3See 12 U.S.C. 1422(10); 12 CFR 1263.1 (defining
the term CFI asset cap).
4 See 79 FR 1862 (Jan. 10, 2014).
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PLACE: 800 N. Capitol Street NW., First
Floor Hearing Room, Washington, DC.
STATUS: The first portion of the meeting
will be held in Open Session; the
second in Closed Session.

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED:

Open Session

1. Briefing on FMC Continuity of
Operations Plan

2. Briefing on FMC Information
Technology Upgrade

Closed Session

1. Briefing on Los Angeles and Long
Beach Port Infrastructure and
Environmental Programs
Cooperative Working Agreement,
FMC Agreement No. 201219

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE INFORMATION:

Karen V. Gregory, Secretary, (202) 523—

5725.

Karen V. Gregory,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 2015-02558 Filed 2—4-15; 4:15 pm]
BILLING CODE 6730-01-P

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION
[Petition No. P1-15]

Petition of Compania Sud American De
Vapores, S.A. for an Exemption From
Commission Regulations; Notice of
Filing and Request for Comments

This is to provide notice of filing and
to invite comments on or before
February 18, 2015, with regard to the
Petition described below.

Compania Sud American de Vapores,
S.A. (“CSAV”) (Petitioner), has
petitioned the Commission pursuant to
46 CFR 502.76 of the Commission’s
Rules of Practice and Procedure, for an
exemption from the Commission’s rules
requiring individual service contract
amendments, 46 CFR 530.10.
Specifically, Petitioner explains that
“CSAV transferred the assets and
operations comprising its container
shipping operation to its wholly-owned
subsidiary Norasia Container Lines
Limited” and, as such, requests that the
Commission permit the submission of a
“universal notice to the Commission
and to all affective service contract
parties in lieu of requiring individual
filings reflecting amendment by mutual
agreement to remove CSAV as a party.”
Petitioner separately commits to provide
each service contract shipper counter-
party with electronic notice of this
corporate change and instructions on
how to request preparation of a “formal
consent” should one be required.

The Petition in its entirety will be
posted on the Commission’s Web site at

http://www.fmc.gov/p1-15. Comments
filed in response to this Petition also
will be posted on the Commission’s
Web site at this location.

In order for the Commission to make
a thorough evaluation of the Petition,
interested persons are requested to
submit views or arguments in reply to
the Petition no later than February 18,
2015. Commenters must send an
original and 5 copies to the Secretary,
Federal Maritime Commission, 800
North Capitol Street NW., Washington,
DC 20573-0001, and be served on
Petitioner’s counsel, Walter H. Lion,
McLaughlin & Stern, LLP, 260 Madison
Avenue, New York, NY 10016. A PDF
copy of the reply must also be sent as
an attachment to Secretary@fmc.gov.

Karen V. Gregory,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 2015-02396 Filed 2-5-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6730-01-P

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

Change in Bank Control Notices;
Acquisitions of Shares of a Bank or
Bank Holding Company

The notificants listed below have
applied under the Change in Bank
Control Act (12 U.S.C. 1817(j)) and
§225.41 of the Board’s Regulation Y (12
CFR 225.41) to acquire shares of a bank
or bank holding company. The factors
that are considered in acting on the
notices are set forth in paragraph 7 of
the Act (12 U.S.C. 1817(j)(7)).

The notices are available for
immediate inspection at the Federal
Reserve Bank indicated. The notices
also will be available for inspection at
the offices of the Board of Governors.
Interested persons may express their
views in writing to the Reserve Bank
indicated for that notice or to the offices
of the Board of Governors. Comments
must be received not later than February
23, 2015.

A. Federal Reserve Bank of Atlanta
(Chapelle Davis, Assistant Vice
President) 1000 Peachtree Street NE.,
Atlanta, Georgia 30309:

1. Financial Junk LLC, Spence Limited
LP, Spence Limited II LP, and John
Spence, all of Blakely, Georgia; to
collectively acquire voting shares of
Sevier County Bancshares, Inc., and
thereby indirectly acquire voting shares
of Sevier County Bank, both in
Sevierville, Tennessee.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, February 3, 2015.

Michael J. Lewandowski,

Associate Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc. 2015-02381 Filed 2-5-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6210-01-P

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

Formations of, Acquisitions by, and
Mergers of Bank Holding Companies

The companies listed in this notice
have applied to the Board for approval,
pursuant to the Bank Holding Company
Act of 1956 (12 U.S.C. 1841 et seq.)
(BHC Act), Regulation Y (12 CFR part
225), and all other applicable statutes
and regulations to become a bank
holding company and/or to acquire the
assets or the ownership of, control of, or
the power to vote shares of a bank or
bank holding company and all of the
banks and nonbanking companies
owned by the bank holding company,
including the companies listed below.

The applications listed below, as well
as other related filings required by the
Board, are available for immediate
inspection at the Federal Reserve Bank
indicated. The applications will also be
available for inspection at the offices of
the Board of Governors. Interested
persons may express their views in
writing on the standards enumerated in
the BHC Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(c)). If the
proposal also involves the acquisition of
a nonbanking company, the review also
includes whether the acquisition of the
nonbanking company complies with the
standards in section 4 of the BHC Act
(12 U.S.C. 1843). Unless otherwise
noted, nonbanking activities will be
conducted throughout the United States.

Unless otherwise noted, comments
regarding each of these applications
must be received at the Reserve Bank
indicated or the offices of the Board of
Governors not later than March 5, 2015.

A. Federal Reserve Bank of Dallas
(Robert L. Triplett III, Senior Vice
President) 2200 North Pearl Street,
Dallas, Texas 75201-2272:

1. Guaranty Bancshares, Inc., Mount
Pleasant, Texas; to acquire 100 percent
of the voting shares of Texas Leadership
Bank, Royse City, Texas.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, February 3, 2015.

Michael J. Lewandowski,

Associate Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc. 2015-02380 Filed 2-5-15; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 6210-01-P
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FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION
[File No. 132 3120]
Craig Brittain, Individually; Analysis of

Proposed Consent Order To Aid Public
Comment

AGENCY: Federal Trade Commission.
ACTION: Proposed consent agreement.

SUMMARY: The consent agreement in this
matter settles alleged violations of
federal law prohibiting unfair or
deceptive acts or practices. The attached
Analysis to Aid Public Comment
describes both the allegations in the
draft complaint and the terms of the
consent order—embodied in the consent
agreement—that would settle these
allegations.

DATES: Comments must be received on
or before March 2, 2015.

ADDRESSES: Interested parties may file a
comment at https://
ftepublic.commentworks.com/ftc/
craigbrittainconsent online or on paper,
by following the instructions in the
Request for Comment part of the
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION section
below. Write “Craig Brittain—Consent
Agreement; File No. 1323120” on your
comment and file your comment online
at https://ftcpublic.commentworks.com/
ftc/craigbrittainconsent by following the
instructions on the Web-based form. If
you prefer to file your comment on
paper, write “Craig Brittain—Consent
Agreement; File No. 1323120” on your
comment and on the envelope, and mail
your comment to the following address:
Federal Trade Commission, Office of the
Secretary, 600 Pennsylvania Avenue
NW., Suite CC-5610 (Annex D),
Washington, DC 20580, or deliver your
comment to the following address:
Federal Trade Commission, Office of the
Secretary, Constitution Center, 400 7th
Street SW., 5th Floor, Suite 5610
(Annex D), Washington, DC 20024.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Melinda Claybaugh, Bureau of
Consumer Protection, (202) 326—-2203,
600 Pennsylvania Avenue NW.,
Washington, DC 20580.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant
to Section 6(f) of the Federal Trade
Commission Act, 15 U.S.C. 46(f), and
FTC Rule 2.34, 16 CFR 2.34, notice is
hereby given that the above-captioned
consent agreement containing consent
order to cease and desist, having been
filed with and accepted, subject to final
approval, by the Commission, has been
placed on the public record for a period
of thirty (30) days. The following
Analysis to Aid Public Comment
describes the terms of the consent
agreement, and the allegations in the

complaint. An electronic copy of the
full text of the consent agreement
package can be obtained from the FTC
Home Page (for January 29, 2015), on
the World Wide Web, at http://
www.ftc.gov/os/actions.shtm.

You can file a comment online or on
paper. For the Commission to consider
your comment, we must receive it on or
before March 2, 2015. Write “Craig
Brittain—Consent Agreement; File No.
1323120 on your comment. Your
comment—including your name and
your state—will be placed on the public
record of this proceeding, including, to
the extent practicable, on the public
Commission Web site, at http://
www.ftc.gov/os/publiccomments.shtm.
As a matter of discretion, the
Commission tries to remove individuals’
home contact information from
comments before placing them on the
Commission Web site.

Because your comment will be made
public, you are solely responsible for
making sure that your comment does
not include any sensitive personal
information, like anyone’s Social
Security number, date of birth, driver’s
license number or other state
identification number or foreign country
equivalent, passport number, financial
account number, or credit or debit card
number. You are also solely responsible
for making sure that your comment does
not include any sensitive health
information, like medical records or
other individually identifiable health
information. In addition, do not include
any “[t]rade secret or any commercial or
financial information which . . .is
privileged or confidential,” as discussed
in Section 6(f) of the FTC Act, 15 U.S.C.
46(f), and FTC Rule 4.10(a)(2), 16 CFR
4.10(a)(2). In particular, do not include
competitively sensitive information
such as costs, sales statistics,
inventories, formulas, patterns, devices,
manufacturing processes, or customer
names.

If you want the Commission to give
your comment confidential treatment,
you must file it in paper form, with a
request for confidential treatment, and
you have to follow the procedure
explained in FTC Rule 4.9(c), 16 CFR
4.9(c).* Your comment will be kept
confidential only if the FTC General
Counsel, in his or her sole discretion,
grants your request in accordance with
the law and the public interest.

Postal mail addressed to the
Commission is subject to delay due to

1In particular, the written request for confidential
treatment that accompanies the comment must
include the factual and legal basis for the request,
and must identify the specific portions of the
comment to be withheld from the public record. See
FTC Rule 4.9(c), 16 CFR 4.9(c).

heightened security screening. As a
result, we encourage you to submit your
comments online. To make sure that the
Commission considers your online
comment, you must file it at https://
ftepublic.commentworks.com/ftc/
craigbrittainconsent by following the
instructions on the Web-based form. If
this Notice appears at http://
www.regulations.gov/#!home, you also
may file a comment through that Web
site.

If you file your comment on paper,
write “Craig Brittain—Consent
Agreement; File No. 1323120” on your
comment and on the envelope, and mail
your comment to the following address:
Federal Trade Commission, Office of the
Secretary, 600 Pennsylvania Avenue
NW., Suite CC-5610 (Annex D),
Washington, DC 20580, or deliver your
comment to the following address:
Federal Trade Commission, Office of the
Secretary, Constitution Center, 400 7th
Street SW., 5th Floor, Suite 5610
(Annex D), Washington, DC 20024. If
possible, submit your paper comment to
the Commission by courier or overnight
service.

Visit the Commission Web site at
http://www.ftc.gov to read this Notice
and the news release describing it. The
FTC Act and other laws that the
Commission administers permit the
collection of public comments to
consider and use in this proceeding as
appropriate. The Commission will
consider all timely and responsive
public comments that it receives on or
before March 2, 2015. You can find
more information, including routine
uses permitted by the Privacy Act, in
the Commission’s privacy policy, at
http://www.ftc.gov/ftc/privacy.htm.

Analysis of Proposed Consent Order To
Aid Public Comment

The Federal Trade Commission has
accepted, subject to final approval, a
consent order applicable to respondent
Craig Brittain.

The proposed consent order has been
placed on the public record for thirty
(30) days for receipt of comments by
interested persons. Comments received
during this period will become part of
the public record. After thirty (30) days,
the Commission will again review the
agreement and the comments received,
and will decide whether it should
withdraw from the agreement and take
appropriate action or make final the
agreement’s proposed order.

From November 2011 to April 2013,
Respondent owned and operated the
Web site www.isanybodydown.com, on
which he posted personal information
and photographs of individuals with
their intimate parts exposed.
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Respondent used three different
methods to obtain photographs for
posting on the Web site. First, he
requested that submitters send him
nude photographs of other people along
with personal information about the
subject of each photograph, including
the subject’s first and last name, city,
state, phone number, and link to their
Facebook profile. Second, Respondent
obtained photographs by posing as a
woman on the Craigslist advertising
Web site and, after sending women
photographs purportedly of himself,
solicited photographs of them with their
intimate parts exposed in return. When
they did provide such photographs,
Respondent posted them on his Web
site without their permission. Third,
Respondent instituted a “bounty
system” on the Web site, whereby
anyone could request that others find
and post photos of a specific person in
exchange for a reward of at least $100.
Respondent posted the photographs and
personal information he obtained
without the permission of the subject of
each photograph. In some instances, he
added other personal information about
the subjects based on his own research.
In total, Respondent posted photographs
and accompanying personal information
of more than 1,000 people, the vast
majority of whom were women.
Respondent also advertised content
removal services called “Takedown
Hammer” and ‘“Takedown Lawyer,”
which promised to remove consumers’
content from the Web site for a
substantial sum of money. In fact,
Respondent himself owned these
services, thereby attempting to obtain
money to remove the same photographs
that he had posted.

The Commission’s complaint alleges
two violations of the FTC Act. Count I
alleges that Respondent unfairly
disseminated photographs of
individuals with their intimate parts
exposed, along with personal
information about them, for commercial
gain and without the knowledge or
consent of those depicted, despite the
fact that he knew or should have known
that the individuals had a reasonable
expectation their image would not be
disseminated in that manner. Count II
alleges that Respondent deceptively
solicited photographs from individuals
of themselves with their intimate parts
exposed by misrepresenting that he
would use such photographs solely for
his personal private use.

The proposed order contains
provisions designed to prevent
Respondent from engaging in the future
in practices similar to those alleged in
the complaint. Part I prohibits
Respondent from disseminating,

through a Web site or online service, a
video or photograph of an individual
with his or her intimate parts exposed
without: (1) Disclosing to the individual
that he will disseminate the image
through a Web site and for commercial
gain; and (2) obtaining affirmative
express consent in writing from the
individual for such dissemination.

Part II of the proposed order prohibits
Respondent from, in connection with
offering for sale any good or service,
misrepresenting: (1) His collection, use,
disclosure, or deletion of personal
information; (2) his identity; or (3) the
identity of those providing content or
sponsoring advertising on a Web site.
Part III of the proposed order prohibits
Respondent from disclosing or
benefitting from the images and
personal information he obtained in
connection with his Web site. Further,
it requires him to destroy such images
and personal information within 30
days of entry of the order.

Parts IV through VIII of the proposed
order are reporting and compliance
provisions. Part IV requires Respondent
to retain documents relating to his
compliance with the order for five years.
Part V requires dissemination of the
order to all current and future
employees, agents, and representatives
having responsibilities relating to the
subject matter of the order. Part VI
ensures notification to the FTC of
changes in Respondent’s business or
employment. Part VII mandates that
Respondent submit a compliance report
to the FTC within 60 days, and
periodically thereafter as requested. Part
VIIL is a provision “sunsetting” the
order after 20 years, with certain
exceptions.

The purpose of this analysis is to
facilitate public comment on the
proposed order. It is not intended to
constitute an official interpretation of
the proposed complaint or order or to
modify the order’s terms in any way.

By direction of the Commission.

Donald S. Clark,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 201502375 Filed 2—5-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6750-01-P

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION
[File No. 132 3262]
Finance Select, Inc.; Analysis of

Proposed Consent Order To Aid Public
Comment

AGENCY: Federal Trade Commission.
ACTION: Proposed Consent Agreement.

SUMMARY: The consent agreement in this
matter settles alleged violations of

Federal law prohibiting unfair or
deceptive acts or practices. The attached
Analysis to Aid Public Comment
describes both the allegations in the
draft complaint and the terms of the
consent order—embodied in the consent
agreement—that would settle these
allegations.

DATES: Comments must be received on
or before March 3, 2015.

ADDRESSES: Interested parties may file a
comment at https://
ftepublic.commentworks.com/ftc/
fastcashpawnconsent/ online or on
paper, by following the instructions in
the Request for Comment part of the
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION section
below. Write “Finance Select, Inc.—
Consent Agreement; File No. 1323262”
on your comment and file your
comment online at https://
ftepublic.commentworks.com/ftc/
fastcashpawnconsent/ by following the
instructions on the Web-based form. If
you prefer to file your comment on
paper, write “Finance Select, Inc.—
Consent Agreement; File No. 1323262”
on your comment and on the envelope,
and mail your comment to the following
address: Federal Trade Commission,
Office of the Secretary, 600
Pennsylvania Avenue NW., Suite CC—
5610 (Annex D), Washington, DC 20580,
or deliver your comment to the
following address: Federal Trade
Commission, Office of the Secretary,
Constitution Center, 400 7th Street SW.,
5th Floor, Suite 5610 (Annex D),
Washington, DC 20024.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Helen Wong, Bureau of Consumer
Protection, (202) 326—-3779, 600
Pennsylvania Avenue NW., Washington,
DC 20580.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant
to Section 6(f) of the Federal Trade
Commission Act, 15 U.S.C. 46(f), and
FTC Rule 2.34, 16 CFR 2.34, notice is
hereby given that the above-captioned
consent agreement containing consent
order to cease and desist, having been
filed with and accepted, subject to final
approval, by the Commission, has been
placed on the public record for a period
of thirty (30) days. The following
Analysis to Aid Public Comment
describes the terms of the consent
agreement, and the allegations in the
complaint. An electronic copy of the
full text of the consent agreement
package can be obtained from the FTC
Home Page (for January 30, 2015), on
the World Wide Web, at http://
www.ftc.gov/os/actions.shtm.

You can file a comment online or on
paper. For the Commission to consider
your comment, we must receive it on or
before March 3, 2015. Write “Finance
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Select, Inc.—Consent Agreement; File
No. 1323262” on your comment. Your
comment—including your name and
your state—will be placed on the public
record of this proceeding, including, to
the extent practicable, on the public
Commission Web site, at http://
www.ftc.gov/os/publiccomments.shtm.
As a matter of discretion, the
Commission tries to remove individuals’
home contact information from
comments before placing them on the
Commission Web site.

Because your comment will be made
public, you are solely responsible for
making sure that your comment does
not include any sensitive personal
information, like anyone’s Social
Security number, date of birth, driver’s
license number or other state
identification number or foreign country
equivalent, passport number, financial
account number, or credit or debit card
number. You are also solely responsible
for making sure that your comment does
not include any sensitive health
information, like medical records or
other individually identifiable health
information. In addition, do not include
any “[tlrade secret or any commercial or
financial information which . . .is
privileged or confidential,” as discussed
in Section 6(f) of the FTC Act, 15 U.S.C.
46(f), and FTC Rule 4.10(a)(2), 16 CFR
4.10(a)(2). In particular, do not include
competitively sensitive information
such as costs, sales statistics,
inventories, formulas, patterns, devices,
manufacturing processes, or customer
names.

If you want the Commission to give
your comment confidential treatment,
you must file it in paper form, with a
request for confidential treatment, and
you have to follow the procedure
explained in FTC Rule 4.9(c), 16 CFR
4.9(c).* Your comment will be kept
confidential only if the FTC General
Counsel, in his or her sole discretion,
grants your request in accordance with
the law and the public interest.

Postal mail addressed to the
Commission is subject to delay due to
heightened security screening. As a
result, we encourage you to submit your
comments online. To make sure that the
Commission considers your online
comment, you must file it at https://
ftepublic.commentworks.com/ftc/
fastcashpawnconsent/ by following the
instructions on the Web-based form. If
this Notice appears at http://
www.regulations.gov/#!home, you also

1In particular, the written request for confidential
treatment that accompanies the comment must
include the factual and legal basis for the request,
and must identify the specific portions of the
comment to be withheld from the public record. See
FTC Rule 4.9(c), 16 CFR 4.9(c).

may file a comment through that Web
site.

If you file your comment on paper,
write “Finance Select, Inc.—Consent
Agreement; File No. 1323262” on your
comment and on the envelope, and mail
your comment to the following address:
Federal Trade Commission, Office of the
Secretary, 600 Pennsylvania Avenue
NW., Suite CC-5610 (Annex D),
Washington, DC 20580, or deliver your
comment to the following address:
Federal Trade Commission, Office of the
Secretary, Constitution Center, 400 7th
Street SW., 5th Floor, Suite 5610
(Annex D), Washington, DC 20024. If
possible, submit your paper comment to
the Commission by courier or overnight
service.

Visit the Commission Web site at
http://www.ftc.gov to read this Notice
and the news release describing it. The
FTC Act and other laws that the
Commission administers permit the
collection of public comments to
consider and use in this proceeding as
appropriate. The Commission will
consider all timely and responsive
public comments that it receives on or
before March 3, 2015. You can find
more information, including routine
uses permitted by the Privacy Act, in
the Commission’s privacy policy, at
http://www.ftc.gov/ftc/privacy.htm.

Analysis of Proposed Consent Order To
Aid Public Comment

The Federal Trade Commission
(“FTC” or “Commission”) has accepted,
subject to final approval, an agreement
containing a consent order from Finance
Select, Inc. The proposed consent order
has been placed on the public record for
thirty (30) days for receipt of comments
by interested persons. Comments
received during this period will become
part of the public record. After thirty
(30) days, the FTC will again review the
agreement and the comments received,
and will decide whether it should
withdraw from the agreement and take
appropriate action or make final the
agreement’s proposed order.

The respondent is a car title loan
company. According to the FTC
complaint, respondent has advertised its
loans with advertisements that broadly
state that the title loans are available for
“1st 30 Days 0%.” In much smaller
print, these advertisements state “New
Customers Only.” However,
respondent’s advertisements fail to
disclose that unless the loan is
completely repaid in 30 days, the 0%
offer does not apply and there is a
significant finance charge. If a consumer
does not repay the loan in full in 30
days, he or she would then be required
to pay the finance charge for the first 30

days in addition to any additional
finance charges incurred on day 31 (to
start the second 30-day period). The
advertisements also fail to disclose the
amount of the finance charge after
expiration of the 30-day introductory
period. The proposed complaint alleges
that these material omissions constitute
a deceptive act or practice under
Section 5 of the FTC Act.

The proposed order is designed to
prevent the respondent from engaging in
similar deceptive practices in the future.
Part I prohibits the respondent from
stating an introductory or temporary
finance charge without disclosing,
clearly and conspicuously, the finance
charge after the introductory or
temporary period ends; or the full effect
of failing to make a timely complete
repayment of the loan within the
introductory or temporary time period.
Respondent must further disclose all
qualifying terms associated with
obtaining the loan at its advertised rate,
including but not limited to, minimum
loan requirements, new customer
requirements, and any other material
term; all costs associated with obtaining
the loan, including but not limited to
transaction costs. Respondent also
cannot misrepresent registration costs or
fees, recording costs or fees, and title
fees; and respondent cannot
misrepresent any other material fact
about the terms of the loan.

Parts II through VI of the proposed
order are reporting and compliance
provisions. Part II is an order
distribution provision that requires
respondent to provide the order to
current and future principals, officers,
directors, and managers and to all
current employees, agents, and
representatives having responsibilities
with respect to the advertisement of
consumer credit. Part III of the proposed
order requires respondent to maintain
and upon request make available to the
Commission certain compliance-related
records, including all advertisements
and also consumer complaints and
records that demonstrate compliance
with the proposed order for a period of
five years. Part IV requires respondent
to notify the Commission of corporate
changes that may affect compliance
obligations within 30 days of such a
change. Part V requires respondent to
submit a compliance report to the
Commission 60 days after entry of the
order, and also additional compliance
reports within 10 business days of a
written request by the Commission. Part
VI “sunsets’ the order after 20 years,
with certain exceptions.

The purpose of this analysis is to aid
public comment on the proposed order.
It is not intended to constitute an
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official interpretation of the complaint
or proposed order, or to modify in any
way the proposed order’s terms.

By direction of the Commission.
Donald S. Clark,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 201502376 Filed 2-5-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6750-01-P

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION
[File No. 132 3264]
First American Title Lending of

Georgia, LLC; Analysis of Proposed
Consent Order To Aid Public Comment

AGENCY: Federal Trade Commission.
ACTION: Proposed Consent Agreement.

SUMMARY: The consent agreement in this
matter settles alleged violations of
federal law prohibiting unfair or
deceptive acts or practices. The attached
Analysis to Aid Public Comment
describes both the allegations in the
draft complaint and the terms of the
consent order—embodied in the consent
agreement—that would settle these
allegations.

DATES: Comments must be received on
or before March 3, 2015.

ADDRESSES: Interested parties may file a
comment at https://
ftepublic.commentworks.com/ftc/
firstamericanlendingconsent/ online or
on paper, by following the instructions
in the Request for Comment part of the
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION section
below. Write “First American Title
Lending of Georgia, LLC—Consent
Agreement; File No. 1323264” on your
comment and file your comment online
at https://ftcpublic.commentworks.com/
ftc/firstamericanlendingconsent/ by
following the instructions on the web-
based form. If you prefer to file your
comment on paper, write “First
American Title Lending of Georgia,
LLC—Consent Agreement; File No.
1323264” on your comment and on the
envelope, and mail your comment to the
following address: Federal Trade
Commission, Office of the Secretary,
600 Pennsylvania Avenue NW., Suite
CC-5610 (Annex D), Washington, DC
20580, or deliver your comment to the
following address: Federal Trade
Commission, Office of the Secretary,
Constitution Center, 400 7th Street SW.,
5th Floor, Suite 5610 (Annex D),
Washington, DC 20024.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Helen Wong, Bureau of Consumer
Protection, (202) 326—-3779, 600
Pennsylvania Avenue NW., Washington,
DC 20580.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant
to Section 6(f) of the Federal Trade
Commission Act, 15 U.S.C. 46(f), and
FTC Rule 2.34, 16 CFR 2.34, notice is
hereby given that the above-captioned
consent agreement containing consent
order to cease and desist, having been
filed with and accepted, subject to final
approval, by the Commission, has been
placed on the public record for a period
of thirty (30) days. The following
Analysis to Aid Public Comment
describes the terms of the consent
agreement, and the allegations in the
complaint. An electronic copy of the
full text of the consent agreement
package can be obtained from the FTC
Home Page (for January 30, 2015), on
the World Wide Web, at http://
www.ftc.gov/os/actions.shtm.

You can file a comment online or on
paper. For the Commission to consider
your comment, we must receive it on or
before March 3, 2015. Write “First
American Title Lending of Georgia,
LLC—Consent Agreement; File No.
1323264” on your comment. Your
comment—including your name and
your state—will be placed on the public
record of this proceeding, including, to
the extent practicable, on the public
Commission Web site, at http://
www.ftc.gov/os/publiccomments.shtm.
As a matter of discretion, the
Commission tries to remove individuals’
home contact information from
comments before placing them on the
Commission Web site.

Because your comment will be made
public, you are solely responsible for
making sure that your comment does
not include any sensitive personal
information, like anyone’s Social
Security number, date of birth, driver’s
license number or other state
identification number or foreign country
equivalent, passport number, financial
account number, or credit or debit card
number. You are also solely responsible
for making sure that your comment does
not include any sensitive health
information, like medical records or
other individually identifiable health
information. In addition, do not include
any “[t]rade secret or any commercial or
financial information which . . .is
privileged or confidential,” as discussed
in Section 6(f) of the FTC Act, 15 U.S.C.
46(f), and FTC Rule 4.10(a)(2), 16 CFR
4.10(a)(2). In particular, do not include
competitively sensitive information
such as costs, sales statistics,
inventories, formulas, patterns, devices,
manufacturing processes, or customer
names.

If you want the Commission to give
your comment confidential treatment,
you must file it in paper form, with a
request for confidential treatment, and

you have to follow the procedure
explained in FTC Rule 4.9(c), 16 CFR
4.9(c).* Your comment will be kept
confidential only if the FTC General
Counsel, in his or her sole discretion,
grants your request in accordance with
the law and the public interest.

Postal mail addressed to the
Commission is subject to delay due to
heightened security screening. As a
result, we encourage you to submit your
comments online. To make sure that the
Commission considers your online
comment, you must file it at https://
ftepublic.commentworks.com/ftc/
firstamericanlendingconsent/ by
following the instructions on the web-
based form. If this Notice appears at
http://www.regulations.gov/#!home, you
also may file a comment through that
Web site.

If you file your comment on paper,
write “First American Title Lending of
Georgia, LLC—Consent Agreement; File
No. 1323264” on your comment and on
the envelope, and mail your comment to
the following address: Federal Trade
Commission, Office of the Secretary,
600 Pennsylvania Avenue NW., Suite
CC-5610 (Annex D), Washington, DC
20580, or deliver your comment to the
following address: Federal Trade
Commission, Office of the Secretary,
Constitution Center, 400 7th Street SW.,
5th Floor, Suite 5610 (Annex D),
Washington, DC 20024. If possible,
submit your paper comment to the
Commission by courier or overnight
service.

Visit the Commission Web site at
http://www.ftc.gov to read this Notice
and the news release describing it. The
FTC Act and other laws that the
Commission administers permit the
collection of public comments to
consider and use in this proceeding as
appropriate. The Commission will
consider all timely and responsive
public comments that it receives on or
before March 3, 2015. You can find
more information, including routine
uses permitted by the Privacy Act, in
the Commission’s privacy policy, at
http://www.ftc.gov/ftc/privacy.htm.

Analysis of Proposed Consent Order To
Aid Public Comment

The Federal Trade Commission
(“FTC” or “Commission”) has accepted,
subject to final approval, an agreement
containing a consent order from First
American Title Lending of Georgia, LLC,
or respondent. The proposed consent

1In particular, the written request for confidential
treatment that accompanies the comment must
include the factual and legal basis for the request,
and must identify the specific portions of the
comment to be withheld from the public record. See
FTC Rule 4.9(c), 16 CFR 4.9(c).
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order has been placed on the public
record for thirty (30) days for receipt of
comments by interested persons.
Comments received during this period
will become part of the public record.
After thirty (30) days, the FTC will again
review the agreement and the comments
received, and will decide whether it
should withdraw from the agreement
and take appropriate action or make
final the agreement’s proposed order.

The respondent is a car title loan
company. According to the FTC
complaint, respondent has advertised its
loans with advertisements that broadly
state that the title loans are available for
“0% Interest!” Sometimes, but not
always, these advertisements state in
much smaller print, “Certain terms and
conditions may apply” or “Some
restrictions apply.” However,
respondent’s advertisements fail to
disclose that unless the loan is
completely repaid in 30 days, the 0%
offer does not apply and there is a
significant finance charge. If a consumer
does not repay the loan in full in 30
days, he or she would then be required
to pay the finance charge for the first 30
days in addition to any additional
finance charges incurred on day 31 (to
start the second 30-day period). The
advertisements also fail to disclose the
amount of the finance charge after
expiration of the 30-day introductory
period. The proposed complaint alleges
that these material omissions constitute
a deceptive act or practice under
Section 5 of the FTC Act.

The Commission is also alleging a
Truth in Lending Act (““TILA”) violation
against respondent. Some
advertisements displayed “9.5%’ next
to the claim of “0% interest.” First
American allegedly violated TILA by
advertising a finance rate (9.5%), but
failing to state the rate as an APR.

The proposed order is designed to
prevent the respondent from engaging in
similar deceptive practices, or violating
TILA, in the future. Part I prohibits the
respondent from stating an introductory
or temporary finance charge without
disclosing, clearly and conspicuously,
the finance charge after the introductory
or temporary period ends; or the full
effect of failing to make a timely
complete repayment of the loan within
the introductory or temporary time
period. Respondent must further
disclose all qualifying terms associated
with obtaining the loan at its advertised
rate, including but not limited to,
minimum loan requirements, new
customer requirements, and any other
material term; all costs associated with
obtaining the loan, including but not
limited to transaction costs, registration
costs or fees, recording costs or fees, and

title fees. The respondent also cannot
misrepresent any other material fact
about the terms of the loan.

Part II of the proposed order prohibits
the respondent, in connection with any
advertisement to promote, directly or
indirectly, any extension of consumer
credit in or affecting commerce, from
expressly or by implication stating the
amount or percentage of down payment,
the number of payments or period of
repayment, the amount of any payment,
or the amount of any finance charge,
without disclosing clearly and
conspicuously all of the terms required
by Section 144 of TILA, 15 U.S.C. 1664,
and Section 1026.24(c) of Regulation Z,
including but not limited to the amount
of percentage or the down payment; the
terms of repayment; and the annual
percentage rate, using that term or the
abbreviation ‘“APR.” If the annual
percentage rate or APR may be
increased after the consummation of the
credit transaction, that fact must also be
disclosed. Moreover, the respondent
cannot state a rate of finance charge
without stating the rate as an “annual
percentage rate” using that term or the
abbreviation “APR,” as required by
Section 144 of the TILA, 15 U.S.C. 1664,
and Section 1026.24(c) of Regulation Z;
or fail to comply in any other respect
with the TILA, 15 US.C. §§1601-1667,
as amended, and its implementing
Regulation Z, 12 CFR 1026 as amended.

Parts III through VII of the proposed
order are reporting and compliance
provisions. Part III is an order
distribution provision that requires
respondent to provide the order to
current and future principals, officers,
directors, and managers and to all
current employees, agents, and
representatives having responsibilities
with respect to the advertisement of
consumer credit. Part IV of the proposed
order requires respondent to maintain
and upon request make available to the
Commission certain compliance-related
records, including all advertisements
and also consumer complaints and
records that demonstrate compliance
with the proposed order for a period of
five years. Part V requires respondent to
notify the Commission of corporate
changes that may affect compliance
obligations within 30 days of such a
change. Part VI requires respondent to
submit a compliance report to the
Commission 60 days after entry of the
order, and also additional compliance
reports within 10 business days of a
written request by the Commission. Part
VII “sunsets” the order after 20 years,
with certain exceptions.

The purpose of this analysis is to aid
public comment on the proposed order.
It is not intended to constitute an

official interpretation of the complaint
or proposed order, or to modify in any
way the proposed order’s terms.

By direction of the Commission.
Donald S. Clark,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 2015—-02373 Filed 2-5-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6750-01-P

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION
[File No. 141 0134]

Sun Pharmaceutical Industries Ltd.,
Ranbaxy Laboratories Ltd., and Daiichi
Sankyo Co., Ltd.; Analysis of Proposed
Consent Orders To Aid Public
Comment

AGENCY: Federal Trade Commission.
ACTION: Proposed Consent Agreement.

SUMMARY: The consent agreement in this
matter settles alleged violations of
federal law prohibiting unfair methods
of competition. The attached Analysis to
Aid Public Comment describes both the
allegations in the draft complaint and
the terms of the consent orders—
embodied in the consent agreement—
that would settle these allegations.
DATES: Comments must be received on
or before March 3, 2015.

ADDRESSES: Interested parties may file a
comment at https://
ftepublic.commentworks.com/ftc/
sunpharmaceuticalconsent/ online or
on paper, by following the instructions
in the Request for Comment part of the
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION section
below. Write “Sun Pharmaceutical
Industries Ltd.—Consent Agreement;
File No. 141-0134” on your comment
and file your comment online at https://
ftepublic.commentworks.com/ftc/
sunpharmaceuticalconsent/ by
following the instructions on the web-
based form. If you prefer to file your
comment on paper, write “Sun
Pharmaceutical Industries Ltd.—
Consent Agreement; File No. 141-0134"
on your comment and on the envelope,
and mail your comment to the following
address: Federal Trade Commission,
Office of the Secretary, 600
Pennsylvania Avenue NW., Suite CC—
5610 (Annex D), Washington, DC 20580,
or deliver your comment to the
following address: Federal Trade
Commission, Office of the Secretary,
Constitution Center, 400 7th Street SW.,
5th Floor, Suite 5610 (Annex D),
Washington, DC 20024.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Aylin M. Skroejer, Bureau of
Competition, (202—-326—2459), 600
Pennsylvania Avenue NW., Washington,
DC 20580.
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant
to Section 6(f) of the Federal Trade
Commission Act, 15 U.S.C. 46(f), and
FTC Rule 2.34, 16 CFR 2.34, notice is
hereby given that the above-captioned
consent agreement containing consent
orders to cease and desist, having been
filed with and accepted, subject to final
approval, by the Commission, has been
placed on the public record for a period
of thirty (30) days. The following
Analysis to Aid Public Comment
describes the terms of the consent
agreement, and the allegations in the
complaint. An electronic copy of the
full text of the consent agreement
package can be obtained from the FTC
Home Page (for January 30, 2015), on
the World Wide Web, at http://
www.ftc.gov/os/actions.shtm.

You can file a comment online or on
paper. For the Commission to consider
your comment, we must receive it on or
before March 3, 2015. Write “Sun
Pharmaceutical Industries Ltd.—
Consent Agreement; File No. 141-0134”
on your comment. Your comment—
including your name and your state—
will be placed on the public record of
this proceeding, including, to the extent
practicable, on the public Commission
Web site, at http://www.ftc.gov/os/
publiccomments.shtm. As a matter of
discretion, the Commission tries to
remove individuals’ home contact
information from comments before
placing them on the Commission Web
site.

Because your comment will be made
public, you are solely responsible for
making sure that your comment does
not include any sensitive personal
information, like anyone’s Social
Security number, date of birth, driver’s
license number or other state
identification number or foreign country
equivalent, passport number, financial
account number, or credit or debit card
number. You are also solely responsible
for making sure that your comment does
not include any sensitive health
information, like medical records or
other individually identifiable health
information. In addition, do not include
any “[t]rade secret or any commercial or
financial information which . . .is
privileged or confidential,” as discussed
in Section 6(f) of the FTC Act, 15 U.S.C.
46(f), and FTC Rule 4.10(a)(2), 16 CFR
4.10(a)(2). In particular, do not include
competitively sensitive information
such as costs, sales statistics,
inventories, formulas, patterns, devices,
manufacturing processes, or customer
names.

If you want the Commission to give
your comment confidential treatment,
you must file it in paper form, with a
request for confidential treatment, and

you have to follow the procedure
explained in FTC Rule 4.9(c), 16 CFR
4.9(c).* Your comment will be kept
confidential only if the FTC General
Counsel, in his or her sole discretion,
grants your request in accordance with
the law and the public interest.

Postal mail addressed to the
Commission is subject to delay due to
heightened security screening. As a
result, we encourage you to submit your
comments online. To make sure that the
Commission considers your online
comment, you must file it at https://
ftepublic.commentworks.com/ftc/
sunpharmaceuticalconsent/ by
following the instructions on the web-
based form. If this Notice appears at
http://www.regulations.gov/#!home, you
also may file a comment through that
Web site.

If you file your comment on paper,
write “Sun Pharmaceutical Industries
Ltd.—Consent Agreement; File No. 141—
0134” on your comment and on the
envelope, and mail your comment to the
following address: Federal Trade
Commission, Office of the Secretary,
600 Pennsylvania Avenue NW., Suite
CC-5610 (Annex D), Washington, DC
20580, or deliver your comment to the
following address: Federal Trade
Commission, Office of the Secretary,
Constitution Center, 400 7th Street SW.,
5th Floor, Suite 5610 (Annex D),
Washington, DC 20024. If possible,
submit your paper comment to the
Commission by courier or overnight
service.

Visit the Commission Web site at
http://www.ftc.gov to read this Notice
and the news release describing it. The
FTC Act and other laws that the
Commission administers permit the
collection of public comments to
consider and use in this proceeding as
appropriate. The Commission will
consider all timely and responsive
public comments that it receives on or
before March 3, 2015. You can find
more information, including routine
uses permitted by the Privacy Act, in
the Commission’s privacy policy, at
http://www.ftc.gov/ftc/privacy.htm.

Analysis of Agreement Containing
Consent Orders To Aid Public Comment

The Federal Trade Commission
(“Commission”) has accepted, subject to
final approval, an Agreement
Containing Consent Orders (“Consent
Agreement”’) from Sun Pharmaceutical
Industries Ltd. (“Sun”) that is designed

1In particular, the written request for confidential
treatment that accompanies the comment must
include the factual and legal basis for the request,
and must identify the specific portions of the
comment to be withheld from the public record. See
FTC Rule 4.9(c), 16 CFR 4.9(c).

to remedy the anticompetitive effects
resulting from Sun’s acquisition of
Ranbaxy Laboratories Ltd. (‘“Ranbaxy’’)
from Daiichi Sankyo Co., Ltd. (“Daiichi
Sankyo”’). Under the terms of the
proposed Consent Agreement, the
parties are required to divest all of
Ranbaxy’s rights and assets to generic
minocycline hydrochloride 50 mg, 75
mg, and 100 mg tablets (“minocycline
tablets”) to Torrent Pharmaceuticals
Ltd. (“Torrent”).

The proposed Consent Agreement has
been placed on the public record for
thirty days for receipt of comments from
interested persons. Comments received
during this period will become part of
the public record. After thirty days, the
Commission will again evaluate the
proposed Consent Agreement, along
with the comments received, to make a
final decision as to whether it should
withdraw from the proposed Consent
Agreement or make final the Decision
and Order (“Order”).

Pursuant to an agreement dated April
6, 2014, Sun plans to acquire Ranbaxy
in an all-stock deal valued at
approximately $4 billion (the “Proposed
Acquisition”). The Commission alleges
in its Complaint that the Proposed
Acquisition, if consummated, would
violate Section 7 of the Clayton Act, as
amended, 15 U.S.C. 18, and Section 5 of
the Federal Trade Commission Act, as
amended, 15 U.S.C. 45, by lessening
future competition in the markets for
each dosage strength of generic
minocycline tablets in the United States.
The proposed Consent Agreement will
remedy the alleged violations by
preserving the competition that would
otherwise be eliminated by the
Proposed Acquisition.

1. The Product and Structure of the
Markets

The Proposed Acquisition would
reduce the number of future suppliers in
the markets for generic minocycline
tablets, which physicians prescribe to
treat bacterial infections including
pneumonia and other respiratory tract
infections, acne, and other skin, genital,
and urinary tract infections.
Pharmaceutical companies usually
launch generic versions of drugs after a
branded product loses its patent
protection. When only one generic
product is available, the price for the
branded product acts as a ceiling above
which the generic manufacturer cannot
price its product. During this period, the
branded product competes directly with
the generic. Once multiple generic
suppliers enter a market, the branded
drug manufacturer usually ceases to
provide any competitive constraint on
the prices for generic versions of the
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drug. Rather, generic suppliers compete
only against each other. In generic
pharmaceutical product markets, price
generally decreases as the number of
generic competitors increases. The
United States is the relevant geographic
market for generic drugs because the
U.S. Food and Drug Administration
(“FDA”) must approve them for sale
within the United States.

There are currently only three
suppliers of each dosage strength of
generic minocycline tablets in the
United States: Ranbaxy, Dr. Reddy’s
Laboratories Ltd., and Par
Pharmaceutical Companies, Inc. Sun is
one of only a limited number of firms
likely to enter the generic minocycline
tablets markets in the near future. Sun’s
acquisition of Ranbaxy would therefore
deprive consumers of the increased
competition and likely price reductions
that would have occurred as a result of
Sun’s independent entry.

II. Entry

Entry into the markets for generic
minocycline tablets would not be
timely, likely, or sufficient in
magnitude, character, and scope to deter
or counteract the anticompetitive effects
of the Proposed Acquisition. The
combination of drug development times
and regulatory requirements, including
approval by the FDA, is costly and
lengthy.

111. Effects

The Proposed Acquisition likely
would cause significant anticompetitive
harm to consumers by eliminating
future competition that would otherwise
have occurred when Sun’s generic
minocycline tablets entered the markets.
Market participants characterize generic
minocycline tablets as commodities,
and each market as one in which the
number of generic suppliers has a direct
impact on pricing. Customers and
competitors have confirmed that the
price of generic pharmaceutical
products decreases with new entry even
after several other suppliers have
entered the market. Further, customers
generally believe that having at least
four suppliers in each generic
pharmaceutical market produces more
competitive prices than if fewer
suppliers are available to them.

The Proposed Acquisition would
eliminate significant future competition
between Sun and Ranbaxy. The
evidence shows that anticompetitive
effects are likely to result from the
Proposed Acquisition due to the
elimination of an additional
independent competitor in the markets
for generic minocycline tablets, which
would have allowed customers to

negotiate lower prices. Thus, absent a
remedy, the Proposed Acquisition will
likely cause U.S. consumers to pay
significantly higher prices for generic
minocycline tablets.

IV. The Consent Agreement

The proposed Consent Agreement
effectively remedies the Proposed
Acquisition’s anticompetitive effects in
the relevant markets. Pursuant to the
Consent Agreement and the Order, the
parties are required to divest all of
Ranbaxy’s rights and assets to generic
minocycline tablets to Torrent. The
parties must accomplish these
divestitures and relinquish their rights
no later than ten days after the Proposed
Acquisition is consummated.

The Commission’s goal in evaluating
possible purchasers of divested assets is
to maintain the competitive
environment that existed prior to the
Proposed Acquisition. If the
Commission determines that Torrent is
not an acceptable acquirer, or that the
manner of the divestitures is not
acceptable, the proposed Order requires
the parties to unwind the sale of rights
to Torrent and then divest the products
to a Commission-approved acquirer
within six months of the date the Order
becomes final. The proposed Order
further allows the Commission to
appoint a trustee in the event the parties
fail to divest the products as required.

The proposed Consent Agreement and
Order contain several provisions to help
ensure that the divestitures are
successful. The Order requires that
Ranbaxy transfer to Torrent all
confidential business information and
requires that Sun and Ranbaxy take all
actions that are necessary to maintain
the full viability and marketing of the
generic minocycline tablets until
Torrent commences the distribution,
marketing, and sale of the products.

The proposed Order also requires the
parties to divest Ranbaxy’s generic
minocycline hydrochloride 50 mg, 75
mg, and 100 mg capsules (“minocycline
capsules”) to Torrent to ensure that
Torrent achieves regulatory approval to
qualify a new API supplier for its
minocycline tablets as quickly as
Ranbaxy would have. Torrent will be
able to establish the current API
supplier of the minocycline capsules as
the API supplier for its minocycline
tablets through a less time-intensive
regulatory process if Torrent controls
both products and uses the same API
supplier for both. Moreover, the
proposed Order requires Sun and
Ranbaxy to manufacture and supply
generic minocycline tablets and
capsules to Torrent following the
divestiture to allow Torrent to enter the

markets while it validates its
manufacturing process and seeks the
necessary FDA approvals.

The Commission will appoint Frank
Civille to act as an interim monitor to
assure that Sun and Ranbaxy
expeditiously comply with all of their
obligations and perform all of their
responsibilities pursuant to the Consent
Agreement. In order to ensure that the
Commission remains informed about
the status of the transfer of rights and
assets, the Consent Agreement requires
Sun and Ranbaxy to file reports with the
interim monitor who will report in
writing to the Commission concerning
performance by the parties of their
obligations under the Consent
Agreement.

The purpose of this analysis is to
facilitate public comment on the
proposed Consent Agreement, and it is
not intended to constitute an official
interpretation of the proposed Order or
to modify its terms in any way.

By direction of the Commission.
Donald S. Clark,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 2015-02461 Filed 2-5—15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6750-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Office of the Secretary

[Document Identifier: HHS-0S—-0990-New—
30D]

Agency Information Collection
Activities; Submission to OMB for
Review and Approval; Public Comment
Request

AGENCY: Office of the Secretary, HHS.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: In compliance with section
3507(a)(1)(D) of the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995, the Office of the
Secretary (OS), Department of Health
and Human Services, has submitted an
Information Collection Request (ICR),
described below, to the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB) for
review and approval. The ICR is for a
new collection. Comments submitted
during the first public review of this ICR
will be provided to OMB. OMB will
accept further comments from the
public on this ICR during the review
and approval period.

DATES: Comments on the ICR must be
received on or before March 9, 2015.
ADDRESSES: Submit your comments to
OIRA_submission@omb.eop.gov or via
facsimile to (202) 395-5806.
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Information Collection Clearance staff,
Information.CollectionClearance@
hhs.gov or (202) 690-6162.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: When
submitting comments or requesting
information, please include the
Information Collection Request Title
and document identifier HHS—OS-
0990-New—30D for reference.

Information Collection Request Title:
Evaluation of the National Training on
Trauma-Informed Care (TIC).

Abstract: The HHS OWH is requesting
OMB approval to conduct a new, one
time outcome evaluation of the National
Training Initiative on Trauma-Informed
Care (TIC) for Community-Based
Providers From Diverse Service Systems

training curriculum. Policymakers and
providers in many service sectors
recognize the central role of trauma in
causing or complicating physical and
behavioral health conditions and the
critical need for trauma-informed care
(TIC) systems. The proposed evaluation
will capture both knowledge gained and
implementation impact achieved as a
result of the TIC training and TA.
Analyses and findings will be used to
further refine the TIC curriculum and
training approach, and can help inform
OWH and HHS in future policymaking
efforts. Information collected will also
help researchers and practitioners better
understand the impact of adopting a
trauma-informed approach on and the

quality of care provided by community-
based providers.

Likely respondents:
Site Visits

Site visits are designed to capture
both the knowledge gained by training
participants and the implementation
impact achieved in their organizations
as a result of the OWH TIC training and
technical assistance.

Online Survey

The goal of the online survey is to
assess the impact of the training on
participants’ skills acquired in,
knowledge about, and values and beliefs
surrounding trauma-informed care.

TOTAL ESTIMATED ANNUALIZED BURDEN—HOURS

Form name Type of respondent Number of re’;lug;ggrsmer bﬁr\:jeerg%%r Total burden
yp p respondents reps onder?t response hours
P (in hours)

Online SUMNVEY ......ccovvveveriereeeeee Leadership and Line/Other Frontline 300 1 25/60 125
Staff.

Site ViSitS ..evvevereerereerereere e Leadership and Line/Other Frontline 144 1 40/60 96
Staff.
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Darius Taylor,

Information Collection Clearance Officer.
[FR Doc. 2015-02313 Filed 2-5-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4150-33-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Solicitation of Written Comments on
the Draft National Adult Immunization
Plan

AGENCY: National Vaccine Program
Office, Office of the Assistant Secretary
for Health, Office of the Secretary,
Department of Health and Human
Services.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The National Vaccine
Advisory Committee (NVAC) was
established in 1987 to comply with Title
XXI of the Public Health Service Act
(Pub. L. 99-660) (§2105) (42 U.S. Code
300aa-5 (PDF—78 KB)). Its purpose is to
advise and make recommendations to
the Director of the National Vaccine
Program on matters related to program
responsibilities. The Assistant Secretary
for Health (ASH) has been designated by
the Secretary of Health and Human
Services (HHS) as the Director of the
National Vaccine Program. The National
Vaccine Program Office (NVPO) is

located within the Office of the
Assistant Secretary for Health (OASH),
Office of the Secretary, U.S. Department
of Health and Human Services (HHS).
NVPO provides leadership and fosters
collaboration among the various federal
agencies involved in vaccine and
immunization activities. The NVPO also
supports the National Vaccine Advisory
Committee (NVAC). The NVAC advises
and makes recommendations to the
ASH in his capacity as the Director of
National Vaccine Program on matters
related to vaccine program
responsibilities.

Adult vaccination rates remain low in
the United States, and significant racial
and ethnic disparities exist. In 2011,
NVAC recommended the development
of a strategic plan with the goal of
improving adult immunization.

Through an environmental scan of
past reports issued by vaccine
stakeholders, a survey, several focus
groups, and in-depth interviews with
subject matter experts, and in
consultation with federal partners,
NVPO has developed the draft National
Adult Immunization Plan (NAIP). The
NAIP details background on the
immunization landscape and provides a
strategic plan for federal and nonfederal
stakeholders.

NVPO is soliciting public comment
on the draft NAIP from a variety of

stakeholders, including the general
public, for consideration as they
develop their final report to the
Secretary. It is anticipated that the draft
NAIP, as revised with consideration
given to public comment and
stakeholder input, will be presented to
the Secretary in the first quarter of 2015.

DATES: Comments for consideration by
NVPO should be received no later than
5:00 p.m. EDT on March 9, 2015.

ADDRESSES: (1) The draft NAIP is
available on the web at http://
www.hhs.gov/nvpo/.

(2) Electronic responses are preferred
and may be addressed to: Rebecca.Fish@
hhs.gov.

(3) Written responses should be
addressed to: National Vaccine Program
Office, U.S. Department of Health and
Human Services, 200 Independence
Avenue SW., Room 733G, Washington,
DC 20201. Attn: HHS Adult
Immunization c¢/o Rebecca Fish.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Rebecca Fish, National Vaccine Program
Office, Office of the Assistant Secretary
for Health, Department of Health and
Human Services; telephone (202) 260—
9283; fax (202) 260—-1165; email:
Rebecca.Fish@hhs.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
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I. Background

Vaccination is one of the most
important public health achievements of
the 20th century. Vaccines save lives
and improve the quality of life by
reducing the transmission of infectious
diseases. However, the benefits of
vaccination are not realized equally
across the U.S. population. Adult
vaccination rates remain low in the
United States and far below Healthy
People 2020 targets. In an average year,
95 percent of the approximately 20,000
to 50,000 Americans who die as a result
of vaccine-preventable disease are
adults, depending on the severity of
annual influenza outbreaks. Substantial
racial and ethnic disparities also exist.

The National Vaccine Plan (NVP),
released in 2010, provides a guiding
vision for vaccination in the United
States for the decade 2010-2020. While
the NVP serves as a roadmap for
protecting all U.S. residents from
vaccine-preventable diseases,
historically low vaccination rates in the
adult population and unique attributes
of the adult vaccination delivery system
highlight the need for focused attention
on adult vaccination.

The NAIP is a five year national plan
with an emphasis on coordination and
prioritization of what federal and non-
federal partners can accomplish
together. Given this time frame, the
NAIP will be informed by emerging
science and changing circumstances.
The NAIP also aims to leverage the
unique opportunity presented by the
passage and ongoing implementation of
the Affordable Care Act.

Through their analysis and
discussion, NVPO identified four major
goals:

Goal 1: Strengthen the adult
immunization infrastructure

Goal 2: Improve access to adult vaccines

Goal 3: Increase community demand for
adult immunizations

Goal 4: Foster innovation in adult
vaccine development and vaccination
related technologies

Within each goal, the NAIP details
measurable objectives and sub-
objectives.

II. Request for Comment

NVPO requests input on the draft
report and draft recommendations. In
addition to general comments on the
draft NAIP, NVPO is seeking input on
efforts or barriers to adult
immunizations not represented in the
report where HHS efforts could advance
adult immunization efforts. Please limit
your comments to six (6) pages.

III. Potential Responders

HHS invites input from a broad range
of stakeholders including individuals
and organizations that have interests in
adult immunization efforts and the role
of HHS in advancing those efforts.

Examples of potential responders
include, but are not limited to, the
following:

—general public;

—advocacy groups, non-profit
organizations, and public interest
organizations;

—academics, professional societies, and
healthcare organizations;

—public health officials and
immunization program managers;

—provider groups including all
physician and non-physician
providers that administer
immunization services to adults,
including pharmacists; and

—representatives from the private
sector.

When responding, please self-identify
with any of the above or other categories
(include all that apply) and your name.
Anonymous submissions will not be
considered. Written submissions should
not exceed six (6) pages. Please do not
send proprietary, commercial, financial,
business, confidential, trade secret, or
personal information.

Dated: January 27, 2015.
Bruce Gellin,

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Health,
Director, National Vaccine Program Office,
Executive Secretary, National Vaccine
Advisory Committee.

[FR Doc. 2015-02481 Filed 2-5-15; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 4150-44-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention

[60Day—15-0964]

Proposed Data Collections Submitted
for Public Comment and
Recommendations

The Genters for Disease Control and
Prevention (CDC), as part of its
continuing effort to reduce public
burden and maximize the utility of
government information, invites the
general public and other Federal
agencies to take this opportunity to
comment on proposed and/or
continuing information collections, as
required by the Paperwork Reduction
Act of 1995. To request more
information on the below proposed
project or to obtain a copy of the
information collection plan and

instruments, call 404-639-7570 or send
comments to Leroy A. Richardson, 1600
Clifton Road, MS-D74, Atlanta, GA
30333 or send an email to omb@cdc.gov.
Comments submitted in response to
this notice will be summarized and/or
included in the request for Office of
Management and Budget (OMB)
approval. Comments are invited on: (a)
Whether the proposed collection of
information is necessary for the proper
performance of the functions of the
agency, including whether the
information shall have practical utility;
(b) the accuracy of the agency’s estimate
of the burden of the proposed collection
of information; (c) ways to enhance the
quality, utility, and clarity of the
information to be collected; (d) ways to
minimize the burden of the collection of
information on respondents, including
through the use of automated collection
techniques or other forms of information
technology; and (e) estimates of capital
or start-up costs and costs of operation,
maintenance, and purchase of services
to provide information. Burden means
the total time, effort, or financial
resources expended by persons to
generate, maintain, retain, disclose or
provide information to or for a Federal
agency. This includes the time needed
to review instructions; to develop,
acquire, install and utilize technology
and systems for the purpose of
collecting, validating and verifying
information, processing and
maintaining information, and disclosing
and providing information; to train
personnel and to be able to respond to
a collection of information, to search
data sources, to complete and review
the collection of information; and to
transmit or otherwise disclose the
information. Written comments should
be received within 60 days of this
notice.

Proposed Project

Interventions to Reduce Shoulder
MSDs in Overhead Assembly (OMB No.
0920-0964, expires 4/30/2015)—
Extension—National Institute for
Occupational Safety and Health
(NIOSH), Centers for Disease Control
and Prevention (CDC).

Background and Brief Description

The mission of the National Institute
for Occupational Safety and Health
(NIOSH) is to promote safety and health
at work for all people through research
and prevention. Under Public Law 91—
596, sections 20 and 22 (Section 20-22,
Occupational Safety and Health Act of
1970), NIOSH has the responsibility to
conduct research to advance the health
and safety of workers. In this capacity,
NIOSH proposes a three year extension
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for a study to assess the effectiveness
and cost-benefit of occupational safety
and health interventions to prevent
musculoskeletal disorders (MSDs)
among workers in the Manufacturing
(MNF) sector.

An extension is requested for this ICR
because only one quarter of the
necessary sample size was enrolled
during the previous cycle. The eligible
employee population will be expanded
to include other Departments at the
facility to achieve the necessary sample
size. It is believed that the targeted
number of interventions, which was not
achieved in the previous year, can be
achieved by expanding to additional
Departments.

Musculoskeletal disorders (MSDs)
represent a major proportion of injury/
illness incidence and cost in the U.S.
Manufacturing (MNF) sector. In 2008,
29% of non-fatal injuries and illnesses
involving days away from work (DAW)
in the MNF sector involved MSDs and
the MNF sector had some of the highest
rates of MSD DAW cases. The rate for
the motor vehicle manufacturing sub-
sector (NAICS 3361) was among the
highest of MNF sub sectors, with MSD
DAW rates that were higher than the
general manufacturing MSD DAW rates
from 2003-2007.

In automotive manufacturing,
overhead conveyance of the vehicle
chassis requires assembly line
employees to use tools in working
postures with the arms elevated. These
postures are believed to be associated
with symptoms of upper limb
discomfort, fatigue, and impingement
syndromes (Fischer et al., 2007).
Overhead working posture, independent
of the force or load exerted with the
hands, may play a role in the
development in these conditions.

Recent studies suggest a more
significant role of localized shoulder
muscle fatigue in contributing to these
disorders. Fatigue of the shoulder
muscles may result in changes in
normal shoulder kinematics (motion)
that affect risk for shoulder
impingement disorders (Ebaugh et. al.,
2006; Chopp et al., 2010).

The U.S. Manufacturing sector has
faced a number of challenges including
an overall decline in jobs, an aging
workforce, and changes in
organizational management systems.
Studies have indicated that the average
age of industrial workers is increasing
and that older workers may differ from
younger workers in work capacity,
injury risk, severity of injuries, and
speed of recovery (Kenny et al., 2008;
Gall et al., 2004; Restrepo et al., 2006).
As the average age of the industrial
population increases and newer systems
of work organization (such as lean
manufacturing) are changing the nature
of labor-intensive work, prevention of
MSDs will be more critical to protecting
older workers and maintaining
productivity.

This study will evaluate the efficacy
of two intervention strategies for
reducing musculoskeletal symptoms
and pain in the shoulder attributable to
overhead assembly work in automotive
manufacturing. These interventions are,
(1) an articulating spring-tensioned tool
support device that unloads from the
worker the weight of the tool that would
otherwise be manually supported, and,
(2) a targeted exercise program intended
to increase individual employees’
strength and endurance in the shoulder
and upper arm stabilizing muscle group.
As a primary prevention strategy, the
tool support engineering control
approach is preferred; however, a cost-
efficient opportunity exists to
concurrently evaluate the efficacy of a
preventive exercise program
intervention. Both of these intervention
approaches have been used in the
Manufacturing sector, and preliminary
evidence suggests that both approaches
may have merit. However, high quality
evidence demonstrating their
effectiveness, by way of controlled
trials, is lacking.

This project will be conducted as a
partnership between NIOSH and Toyota
Motors Engineering & Manufacturing
North America, Inc. (TEMA), with the
intervention evaluation study taking
place at the Toyota Motor
Manufacturing Kentucky, Inc. (TMMK)

ESTIMATED ANNUALIZED BURDEN HOURS

manufacturing facility in Georgetown,
Kentucky.

The prospective intervention
evaluation study will be conducted
using a group-randomized controlled
trial multi-time series design. Four
groups of 25-30 employees will be
established to test the two intervention
treatment conditions (tool support,
exercise program), a combined
intervention treatment condition, and a
control condition. The four groups will
be comprised of employees working on
two vehicle assembly lines in different
parts of the facility, on two work shifts
(first and second shift).

Individual randomization to treatment
condition is not feasible, so a group-
randomization (by work unit) will be
used to assign the four groups to
treatment and control conditions.

Observations will be made over the
10-month study period and
questionnaires will include the
Shoulder Rating Questionnaire (SRQ),
Disabilities of the Arm, Shoulder and
Hand (DASH) questionnaire, a
Standardized Nordic Questionnaire for
body part discomfort, and a Work
Organization Questionnaire. In addition
to the monthly questionnaires, a
shoulder-specific functional capacity
evaluation test battery will be
administered pre- and post-intervention,
to confirm the efficacy of the targeted
exercise program in improving shoulder
capacity.

In summary, this study will evaluate
the effectiveness of two interventions to
reduce musculoskeletal symptoms and
pain in the shoulder associated with
repetitive overhead work in the
manufacturing industry. The evidence-
based prevention practices that may
result from this associated research
project will be disseminated to the
greatest audience possible.

NIOSH expects to complete data
collection in 2015-2016 and there is no
cost to employee respondents, as they
will participate in this study during
their normal working hours at their
regular wage.

Average
T f Number of Number of rden per Total burden
respyc?rfdgnts Form name resupogger?ts responses per brl(‘esdpeonrs)ee c()itr;le hl?)llJJrg‘)3
respondent (in hours)
Employees ........ PAR-Q (Physical Activity Readiness) .........c.ccoeevvrercnenne 125 1 2/60 4
Shoulder Rating Questionnaire (SRQ) .......ccccovvvvevvrvennns 125 10 4/60 83
Disabilities of the Arm Shoulder and Hand (DASH) ........ 125 10 6/60 125
Standardized Nordic Questionnaire for Musculoskeletal 125 10 4/60 83
Symptoms.
Work Organization Questionnaire ..........c.ccoccevvvrevenernenne. 125 3 26/60 163
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Leroy A. Richardson,

Chief, Information Collection Review Office,
Office of Scientific Integrity, Office of the
Associate Director for Science, Office of the
Director, Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention.

[FR Doc. 2015-02328 Filed 2-5-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4163-18-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Centers for Medicare & Medicaid
Services

[Document Identifier CMS—R-245]
Agency Information Collection

Activities: Submission for OMB
Review; Comment Request

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Centers for Medicare &
Medicaid Services (CMS) is announcing
an opportunity for the public to
comment on CMS’ intention to collect
information from the public. Under the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995
(PRA), federal agencies are required to
publish notice in the Federal Register
concerning each proposed collection of
information, including each proposed
extension or reinstatement of an existing
collection of information, and to allow
a second opportunity for public
comment on the notice. Interested
persons are invited to send comments
regarding the burden estimate or any
other aspect of this collection of
information, including any of the
following subjects: (1) The necessity and
utility of the proposed information
collection for the proper performance of
the agency’s functions; (2) the accuracy
of the estimated burden; (3) ways to
enhance the quality, utility, and clarity
of the information to be collected; and
(4) the use of automated collection
techniques or other forms of information
technology to minimize the information
collection burden.

DATES: Comments on the collection(s) of
information must be received by the
OMB desk officer by March 9, 2015.
ADDRESSES: When commenting on the
proposed information collections,
please reference the document identifier
or OMB control number. To be assured
consideration, comments and

recommendations must be received by
the OMB desk officer via one of the
following transmissions: OMB, Office of
Information and Regulatory Affairs,
Attention: CMS Desk Officer, Fax
Number: (202) 395-5806 or Email:
OIRA submission@omb.eop.gov.

To obtain copies of a supporting
statement and any related forms for the
proposed collection(s) summarized in
this notice, you may make your request
using one of following:

1. Access CMS’ Web site address at
http://www.cms.hhs.gov/
PaperworkReductionActof1995.

2. Email your request, including your
address, phone number, OMB number,
and CMS document identifier, to
Paperwork@cms.hhs.gov.

3. Call the Reports Clearance Office at
(410) 786-1326.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Reports Clearance Office at (410) 786—
1326.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 (PRA)
(44 U.S.C. 3501-3520), federal agencies
must obtain approval from the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB) for each
collection of information they conduct
or sponsor. The term “collection of
information” is defined in 44 U.S.C.
3502(3) and 5 CFR 1320.3(c) and
includes agency requests or
requirements that members of the public
submit reports, keep records, or provide
information to a third party. Section
3506(c)(2)(A) of the PRA (44 U.S.C.
3506(c)(2)(A)) requires federal agencies
to publish a 30-day notice in the
Federal Register concerning each
proposed collection of information,
including each proposed extension or
reinstatement of an existing collection
of information, before submitting the
collection to OMB for approval. To
comply with this requirement, CMS is
publishing this notice that summarizes
the following proposed collection(s) of
information for public comment:

1. Type of Information Collection
Request: Extension of a currently
approved collection; Title of
Information Collection: Medicare and
Medicaid Programs OASIS Collection
Requirements as Part of the CoPs for
HHAs and Supporting Regulations; Use:
The Outcome and Assessment
Information Set (OASIS) data set is

currently mandated for use by Home
Health Agencies (HHAS) as a condition
of participation (CoP) in the Medicare
program. Since 1999, the Medicare CoPs
have mandated that HHAs use the
OASIS data set when evaluating adult
non-maternity patients receiving skilled
services. The OASIS is a core standard
assessment data set that agencies
integrate into their own patient-specific,
comprehensive assessment to identify
each patient’s need for home care that
meets the patient’s medical, nursing,
rehabilitative, social, and discharge
planning needs.

The Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) approved the OASIS-C1
information collection request on
February 6, 2014. We originally planned
to use OASIS—C1 to coincide with the
original implementation of ICD-10 on
October 1, 2014. However, on April 1,
2014, the Protecting Access to Medicare
Act of 2014 (PAMA) (Pub. L. 113-93)
was enacted. This legislation prohibits
CMS from adopting ICD-10 coding prior
to October 1, 2015. Because OASIS—-C1
is based on ICD-10 coding, it is not
possible to implement OASIS—C1 prior
to October 1, 2015, when ICD-10 is
implemented. The passage of the PAMA
Act left us with the dilemma of how to
collect OASIS data in the interim, until
ICD-10 is implemented.

The OASIS—-C1/ICD-9 version is an
interim version of the OASIS—C1 data
item set that was created in response to
the legislatively mandated ICD-10
delay. There are five items in OASIS-C1
that require ICD—10 codes. In the
OASIS—-C1/ICD-9 version, these items
have been replaced with the
corresponding items from OASIS—C that
use ICD-9 coding. The OASIS—C1/ICD—
9 version also incorporates updated
clinical concepts, modified item
wording and response categories and
improved item clarity. In addition, the
OASIS-C1/ICD-9 version includes a
significant decrease in provider burden
that was accomplished by the deletion
of a number of non-essential data items
from the OASIS—C data item set. Form
Number: CMS—R—-245 (OMB control
number: 0938-0760); Frequency:
Occasionally; Affected Public: Private
sector—business or other for-profit and
not-for-profit institutions; Number of
Respondents: 12,014; Total Annual
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Responses: 17,268,890; Total Annual
Hours: 15,305,484. (For policy questions
regarding this collection contact Cheryl
Wiseman at 410-786-1175.)

Dated: February 3, 2015.
William N. Parham, III,
Director, Paperwork Reduction Staff, Office
of Strategic Operations and Regulatory
Affairs.
[FR Doc. 2015-02413 Filed 2—-5-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4120-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention

[60Day—15-15MZ]

Proposed Data Collections Submitted
for Public Comment and
Recommendations

The Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention (CDC), as part of its
continuing effort to reduce public
burden and maximize the utility of
government information, invites the
general public and other Federal
agencies to take this opportunity to
comment on proposed and/or
continuing information collections, as
required by the Paperwork Reduction
Act of 1995. To request more
information on the below proposed
project or to obtain a copy of the
information collection plan and
instruments, call 404-639-7570 or send
comments to Leroy A. Richardson, 1600
Clifton Road, MS-D74, Atlanta, GA
30333 or send an email to omb@cdc.gov.

Comments submitted in response to
this notice will be summarized and/or
included in the request for Office of
Management and Budget (OMB)
approval. Comments are invited on: (a)
Whether the proposed collection of
information is necessary for the proper
performance of the functions of the
agency, including whether the
information shall have practical utility;
(b) the accuracy of the agency’s estimate
of the burden of the proposed collection
of information; (c) ways to enhance the
quality, utility, and clarity of the
information to be collected; (d) ways to
minimize the burden of the collection of
information on respondents, including
through the use of automated collection
techniques or other forms of information
technology; and (e) estimates of capital
or start-up costs and costs of operation,
maintenance, and purchase of services
to provide information. Burden means
the total time, effort, or financial
resources expended by persons to
generate, maintain, retain, disclose or
provide information to or for a Federal

agency. This includes the time needed
to review instructions; to develop,
acquire, install and utilize technology
and systems for the purpose of
collecting, validating and verifying
information, processing and
maintaining information, and disclosing
and providing information; to train
personnel and to be able to respond to
a collection of information, to search
data sources, to complete and review
the collection of information; and to
transmit or otherwise disclose the
information. Written comments should
be received within 60 days of this
notice.

Proposed Project

Digital Media and Tobacco Outcomes
Study—New—National Center for
Chronic Disease Prevention and Health
Promotion (NCCDPHP), Centers for
Disease Control and Prevention (CDC).

Background and Brief Description

In 2012, CDC launched the first
federally funded, national mass media
campaign to educate consumers about
the adverse health consequences of
tobacco use (the National Tobacco
Prevention and Control Public
Education Campaign, or ““the
campaign”’). The campaign continued in
2013 and 2014 with advertisements
known as “Tips from Former Smokers.”
CDC plans to continue the campaign in
2015 and 2016, with new ads scheduled
for release between March and July,
2015. CDC is conducting a series of
longitudinal surveys to assess campaign
impact in both smokers and nonsmokers
(OMB No. 0920-0923, exp. 3/31/2017).
The campaign evaluation strategy is
based on self-reported measures of
consumer awareness of and exposure to
specific campaign advertisements;
changes in consumer knowledge,
attitudes, and beliefs relating to smoking
and secondhand smoke; smokers’
behaviors related to cessation; and
nonsmokers’ encouragement of smokers
to quit smoking and seek cessation
services.

The campaign includes digital
advertising, which is now a mainstay of
tobacco prevention campaigns because
of the efficiency of digital ad placement,
lower costs associated with digital ads,
and the ability to reach individuals who
do not use traditional media. Digital
advertising also offers a unique
opportunity to examine the relationship
between ad exposure and consumer
behavior. For example, Internet analytic
tools can be used to verify an
individual’s exposure to a digital ad or
to ascertain whether an individual has
visited Web-based sources of
information about tobacco use or

tobacco cessation. These tools and
methods provide objective measures of
ad exposure and information-seeking
behavior and are not subject to the recall
bias inherent in self-reported data.

To supplement ongoing campaign
evaluation efforts, CDC proposes to
employ Internet analytic tools as part of
an enhanced evaluation of the digital ad
component of the mass media
campaign. The evaluation study will not
be conducted in the general U.S.
population of Internet users. Individuals
who participate in the proposed
evaluation will be smokers recruited
from an existing panel of adult Internet
users who have agreed to allow
monitoring of their Internet usage.
Panels of this type are established and
utilized by market research firms to
elucidate consumer behavior. Panelists
agree to download software on their
computers that enables the market
research company to unobtrusively
track their web behavior, including Web
sites visited, searches they conduct,
purchases they make, and ads that are
delivered on sites visited, regardless of
whether the ads are selected (clicked) or
not. These data are then aggregated and
weighted to provide estimates of online
consumer behaviors.

CDC will employ an evaluation
contractor to interface with a market
research company and tobacco smokers
who are part of an existing panel. For
panelists who agree to participate in the
Digital Media and Tobacco Outcomes
Study, the contractor will analyze
Internet usage data in conjunction with
additional information collected
directly from the study participants. All
information collection will be
coordinated with key events in the 2015
mass media campaign.

In the recruitment phase of the study,
panelists will be notified about the CDC-
sponsored study and will have the
opportunity to voluntarily consent to
participate or decline to participate.
They will also provide demographic
information and be screened for
eligibility. In the second phase,
respondents will complete an online
questionnaire soon after the digital ads
have been aired (Wave 1 survey).
Information will be collected about
smokers’ exposure to campaign digital
advertisements and self-reported
knowledge, attitudes, and beliefs related
to smoking, and smoking-related
information seeking. The questionnaire
will also measure behaviors related to
smoking cessation and intentions to quit
smoking. In the third phase of the study,
the same online questionnaire will be
administered to respondents
approximately 30 days after completion
of the first survey (Wave 2 survey).
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CDC and the evaluation contractor
will use the Internet usage data and the
survey information collected from study
participants to examine the statistical
relationships between confirmed
exposure (or non-exposure) to the
campaign’s digital and social media

advertising and outcomes of interest for
campaign evaluation. The study will
provide CDC with new, timely, and
relevant information regarding the reach
and efficacy of the digital advertising
component of the campaign in 2015. All
findings will be interpreted in light of

known limitations of the methodology,
such as use of a convenience sample of
respondents.

OMB approval is requested for one
year. Participation is voluntary and
there are no costs to respondents other
than their time.

ESTIMATED ANNUALIZED BURDEN HOURS

Number of Number of bﬁrvdegr?geer Total burden
Type of respondent Form name respondents responses per responge (in hours)
respondent (in hours)
Market Research Panelists ............... Screening and Consent Question- 50,000 1 2/60 1,667
naire.

Adult Panelists Who Are Tobacco | Digital Media and Tobacco Out- 5,000 1 20/60 1,667
Smokers. comes Questionnaire (Wave 1).

Digital Media and Tobacco Out- 2,400 1 20/60 800
comes Questionnaire (Wave 2).

LI £ | U OSSP ESPRPSOPURTOPPPN IPUPTOPRRRPPRPRROE 4,134

Leroy A. Richardson,

Chief, Information Collection Review Office,
Office of Scientific Integrity, Office of the
Associate Director for Science, Office of the
Director, Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention.

[FR Doc. 2015-02327 Filed 2—-5-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4163-18-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Centers for Medicare & Medicaid
Services

[Document Identifiers CMS-10410, CMS-R-
74, CMS-2552-10 and CMS-855R]

Agency Information Collection
Activities: Proposed Collection;
Comment Request

AGENCY: Centers for Medicare &
Medicaid Services.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Centers for Medicare &
Medicaid Services (CMS) is announcing
an opportunity for the public to
comment on CMS’ intention to collect
information from the public. Under the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 (the
PRA), federal agencies are required to
publish notice in the Federal Register
concerning each proposed collection of
information (including each proposed
extension or reinstatement of an existing
collection of information) and to allow
60 days for public comment on the
proposed action. Interested persons are
invited to send comments regarding our
burden estimates or any other aspect of
this collection of information, including
any of the following subjects: (1) The
necessity and utility of the proposed
information collection for the proper

performance of the agency’s functions;
(2) the accuracy of the estimated
burden; (3) ways to enhance the quality,
utility, and clarity of the information to
be collected; and (4) the use of
automated collection techniques or
other forms of information technology to
minimize the information collection
burden.

DATES: Comments must be received by
April 7, 2015.

ADDRESSES: When commenting, please
reference the document identifier or
OMB control number (OCN). To be
assured consideration, comments and
recommendations must be submitted in
any one of the following ways:

1. Electronically. You may send your
comments electronically to http://
www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for “Comment or
Submission” or “More Search Options”
to find the information collection
document(s) that are accepting
comments.

2. By regular mail. You may mail
written comments to the following
address: CMS, Office of Strategic
Operations and Regulatory Affairs,
Division of Regulations Development,
Attention: Document Identifier/OMB
Control Number , Room
C4-26-05, 7500 Security Boulevard,
Baltimore, Maryland 21244-1850.

To obtain copies of a supporting
statement and any related forms for the
proposed collection(s) summarized in
this notice, you may make your request
using one of following:

1. Access CMS’ Web site address at
http://www.cms.hhs.gov/
PaperworkReductionActof1995.

2. Email your request, including your
address, phone number, OMB number,

and CMS document identifier, to
Paperwork@cms.hhs.gov.

3. Gall the Reports Clearance Office at
(410) 786—1326.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Reports Clearance Office at (410) 786—
1326.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Contents

This notice sets out a summary of the
use and burden associated with the
following information collections. More
detailed information can be found in
each collection’s supporting statement
and associated materials (see
ADDRESSES).

CMS-10410 Medicaid Program; Eligibility
Changes under the Affordable Care Act
of 2010
CMS-R-74 Income and Eligibility
Verification System Reporting and
Supporting Regulations
CMS-2552—-10 Hospital and Hospital
Health Care Complex Cost Report
CMS-855R Medicare Enrollment
Application: Reassignment of Medicare
Benefits
Under the PRA (44 U.S.C. 3501—
3520), federal agencies must obtain
approval from the Office of Management
and Budget (OMB) for each collection of
information they conduct or sponsor.
The term “collection of information” is
defined in 44 U.S.C. 3502(3) and 5 CFR
1320.3(c) and includes agency requests
or requirements that members of the
public submit reports, keep records, or
provide information to a third party.
Section 3506(c)(2)(A) of the PRA
requires federal agencies to publish a
60-day notice in the Federal Register
concerning each proposed collection of
information, including each proposed
extension or reinstatement of an existing
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collection of information, before
submitting the collection to OMB for
approval. To comply with this
requirement, CMS is publishing this
notice.

Information Collection

1. Type of Information Collection
Request: Extension of a currently
approved collection; Title of
Information Collection: Medicaid
Program; Eligibility Changes under the
Affordable Care Act of 2010; Use: The
eligibility systems are essential to the
goal of increasing coverage in insurance
affordability programs while reducing
administrative burden on states and
consumers. The electronic transmission
and automation of data transfers are key
elements in managing the expected
insurance affordability program
caseload that started in 2014.
Accomplishing the same work without
these information collection
requirements would not be feasible.
Form Number: CMS-10410 (OMB
control number 0938-1147); Frequency:
Occasionally; Affected Public:
Individuals or households, and State,
Local, and Tribal Governments; Number
of Respondents: 25,500,096; Total
Annual Responses: 76,500,149; Total
Annual Hours: 21,278,142. (For policy
questions regarding this collection
contact Brenda Sheppard at 410-786—
8534).

2. Type of Information Collection
Request: Extension of a currently
approved collection; Title of
Information Collection: Income and
Eligibility Verification System Reporting
and Supporting Regulations; Use: A
state Medicaid agency that currently
obtains and uses information from
certain sources, or with more frequency
than specified, could continue to do so
to the extent that the verifications are
useful and not redundant. An agency
that has found it effective to verify all
wage or benefit information with
another agency or with the recipient is
encouraged to continue these practices
if it chooses. On the other hand, the
agency may implement an approved
targeting plan under 42 CFR 435.953.
The agency’s experience should guide
its decision whether to exceed these
regulatory requirements on income and
eligibility verification. While states may
target resources when verifying income
of course, agencies are still held
accountable for their accuracy in
eligibility determinations. Form
Number: CMS—R-74 (OMB control
number 0938-0467); Frequency:
Occasionally; Affected Public: State,
Local, or Tribal Governments; Number
of Respondents: 50; Total Annual
Responses: 71; Total Annual Hours:

134,865. (For policy questions regarding
this collection contact Brenda Sheppard
at 410-786—8534).

3. Type of Information Collection
Request: Revision of a currently
approved collection; Title of
Information Collection: Hospital and
Hospital Health Care Complex Cost
Report; Use: Providers of services
participating in the Medicare program
are required under sections 1815(a) and
1861(v)(1)(A) of the Social Security Act
(42 U.S.C. 1395g) to submit annual
information to achieve settlement of
costs for health care services rendered to
Medicare beneficiaries. In addition,
regulations at 42 CFR 413.20 and 413.24
require adequate cost data and cost
reports from providers on an annual
basis.

We are requesting the Office of
Management and Budget review and
approve this revision to the Form CMS—
2552-10, Hospital and Hospital Health
Care Complex Cost Report. These cost
reports are filed annually by hospitals
participating in the Medicare program to
determine the reasonable costs incurred
to provide medical services to patients.
The revisions made to the hospital cost
report are in accordance with the
statutory requirement for hospice
payment reform in § 3132 of the Patient
Protection and Affordable Care Act
(ACA) (March 23, 2010) and the
statutory requirement establishing a
prospective payment system for
Federally Qualified Health Centers in
§10501(i)(3)(A) of the ACA, codified in
section 1834(o) of the Act. Form
Number: CMS—2552—-10 (OMB control
number 0938-0050); Frequency: Yearly;
Affected Public: State, Local, or Tribal
Governments, private sector (for-profit
and not-for-profit institutions); Number
of Respondents: 6,157; Total Annual
Responses: 6,157; Total Annual Hours:
4,143,661. (For policy questions
regarding this collection contact Gail
Duncan at 410-786-7278).

4. Type of Information Collection
Request: Revision of a currently
approved collection; Title of
Information Collection: Medicare
Enrollment Application: Reassignment
of Medicare Benefits; Use: The primary
function of the CMS 855R enrollment
application is to allow physicians and
non-physician practitioners to reassign
their Medicare benefits to a group
practice and to gather information from
the individual that tells us who he/she
is, where he or she renders services, and
information necessary to establish
correct claims payment. The goal of
periodically evaluating and revising the
CMS 855R enrollment application is to
simplify and clarify the information

collection without jeopardizing our
need to collect specific information.

At this time, CMS is making very few
minor revisions to the CMS 855R
(Reassignment of Benefits) Medicare
enrollment application (OMB No. 0938—
1179). Two sections within the form are
being reversed to maintain sync with
online and paper forms. The previously
approved CMS 855R section 2 collected
information regarding the individual
practitioner who is reassigning benefits
and section 3 collected information
regarding the organization/group
receiving the reassigned benefits. These
two sections have been reversed so that
section 2 now collects information on
the regarding the organization/group
receiving the reassigned benefits and
section 3 now collects information on
the individual practitioner who is
reassigning benefits. No information or
data collection within these sections
was revised. The sections were merely
re-sequenced and re-numbered to
maintain sync between online and
paper forms. With the exception of this
section reversal and adding the word
“optional” to sections 4 and 5 (primary
practice location and contact person
information), there are no other
revisions. These revisions offer no new
data collection in this revision package.
The addition of the optional choice in
sections 4 and 5 could potentially
reduce the burden to providers who
choose not to complete either or both
optional sections. Form Number: CMS—
855R (OMB control number 0938-1179);
Frequency: Occasionally; Affected
Public: State, Local, or Tribal
Governments, private sector (for-profit
and not-for-profit institutions); Number
of Respondents: 379,619; Total Annual
Responses: 379,619; Total Annual
Hours: 94,905. (For policy questions
regarding this collection contact Kim
McPhillips at 410-786—5374).

Dated: February 3, 2015.
William N. Parham, III,
Director, Paperwork Reduction Staff, Office
of Strategic Operations and Regulatory
Affairs.
[FR Doc. 2015-02414 Filed 2-5-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4120-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Administration for Community Living

Administration on Intellectual and
Developmental Disabilities (AIDD);
Notice of Meeting

AGENCY: President’s Committee for

People with Intellectual Disabilities
(PCPID).
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ACTION: Notice of meeting.

DATES: Thursday, February 19, 2015
from 9:00 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.; and Friday,
February 20, 2015 from 9:00 a.m. to 2:00
p.m. (EST)

These meetings will be open to the
general public.

ADDRESSES: These meetings will be held
in the U.S. Department of Health and
Human Services/Hubert H. Humphrey
Building located at 200 Independence
Avenue SW., Conference Room 505A,
Washington, DC 20201.

Individuals who would like to
participate via conference call may do
so by dialing toll-free 888—-935—-0260,
when prompted enter pass code:
3656064. Individuals whose full
participation in the meeting will require
special accommodations (e.g., sign
language interpreting services, assistive
listening devices, materials in
alternative format such as large print or
Braille) should notify Dr. MJ Karimi,
PCPID Team Lead, via email at
MjJ.Karimie@acl.hhs.gov, or via
telephone at 202—-357-3588, no later
than Friday, February 13, 2015. The
PCPID will attempt to accommodate
requests made after that date, but cannot
guarantee the ability to grant requests
received after this deadline. All meeting
sites are barrier free, consistent with the
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA)
and the Federal Advisory Committee
Act (FACA).

Agenda: The Committee Members
will discuss preparation of the PCPID
2015 Report to the President, including
its content and format, and related data
collection and analysis required to
complete the writing of the Report. They
will also receive presentations from
selected experts in the field of
Technology for People with Intellectual
and Developmental Disabilities.

Additional Information: For further
information, please contact Dr. MJ
Karimi, Team Lead, President’s
Committee for People with Intellectual
Disabilities, One Massachusetts Avenue
NW., Room 4206, Washington, DC
20201. Telephone: 202-357-3588. Fax:
202-205-8037. Email: MJ.Karimie@
acl.hhs.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
PCPID acts in an advisory capacity to
the President and the Secretary of
Health and Human Services, through
the Administration on Intellectual and
Developmental Disabilities, on a broad

range of topics relating to programs,
services and supports for persons with
intellectual disabilities. The PCPID
Executive Order stipulates that the
Committee shall: (1) Provide such
advice concerning intellectual
disabilities as the President or the
Secretary of Health and Human Services
may request; and (2) provide advice to
the President concerning the following
for people with intellectual disabilities:
(A) Expansion of educational
opportunities; (B) promotion of
homeownership; (C) assurance of
workplace integration; (D) improvement
of transportation options; (E) expansion
of full access to community living; and
(F) increasing access to assistive and
universally designed technologies.

Dated: January 28, 2015.
Aaron Bishop,

Commissioner, Administration on Intellectual
and Developmental Disabilities (AIDD).

[FR Doc. 2015-02514 Filed 2-5-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Food and Drug Administration
[Docket No. FDA-2010-N-0161]

Agency Information Collection
Activities; Submission for Office of
Management and Budget Review;
Comment Request; Export of Food and
Drug Administration Regulated
Products: Export Certificates

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration,
HHS.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) is announcing
that a proposed collection of
information has been submitted to the
Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) for review and clearance under
the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995.
DATES: Fax written comments on the
collection of information by March 9,
2015.

ADDRESSES: To ensure that comments on
the information collection are received,
OMB recommends that written
comments be faxed to the Office of
Information and Regulatory Affairs,
OMB, Attn: FDA Desk Officer, FAX:
202-395-7285, or emailed to oira_
submission@omb.eop.gov. All

comments should be identified with the
OMB control number 0910-0498. Also
include the FDA docket number found
in brackets in the heading of this
document.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: FDA
PRA Staff, Office of Operations, Food
and Drug Administration, 8455
Colesville Rd., COLE-14526, Silver
Spring, MD 20993-0002, PRAStaff@
fda.hhs.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In
compliance with 44 U.S.C. 3507, FDA
has submitted the following proposed
collection of information to OMB for
review and clearance.

Export of Food and Drug
Administration Regulated Products:
Export Certificates—(OMB Control
Number 0910-0498)—Extension

In April 1996, a law entitled “The
FDA Export Reform and Enhancement
Act of 1996” (FDAERA) amended
sections 801(e) and 802 of the FD&C Act
(21 U.S.C. 381(e) and 382). It was
designed to ease restrictions on
exportation of unapproved
pharmaceuticals, biologics, and devices
regulated by FDA. Section 801(e)(4) of
the FDAERA provides that persons
exporting certain FDA regulated
products may request FDA to certify
that the products meet the requirements
of 801(e) and 802 or other requirements
of the FD&C Act. This section of the law
requires FDA to issue certification
within 20 days of receipt of the request
and to charge firms up to $175 for the
certifications.

This section of the FD&C Act
authorizes FDA to issue export
certificates for regulated
pharmaceuticals, biologics, and devices
that are legally marketed in the United
States, as well as for these same
products that are not legally marketed
but are acceptable to the importing
country, as specified in sections 801(e)
and 802 of the FD&C Act. FDA has
developed four types of certificates that
satisfy the requirements of section
801(e)(4)(B) of the FD&C Act: (1)
Certificates to Foreign Governments, (2)
Certificates of Exportability, (3)
Certificates of a Pharmaceutical Product,
and (4) Non-Clinical Research Use Only
Certificates. Table 1 of this document
lists the different certificates and details
their use:
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TABLE 1—CERTIFICATES AND USES

Type of certificate

Use

“Supplementary Information Certificate to Foreign Government Re-
quests”.

“Exporter’s Certification Statement Certificate to Foreign Government”.

“Exporter’s Certification Statement Certificate to Foreign Government
(For Human Tissue Intended for Transplantation)”.

“Supplementary Information Certificate of Exportability Requests”.

Exporter’s Certification Statement Certificate of Exportability”.

“Supplementary Information Certificate of a Pharmaceutical Product”.
“Exporter's Certification Statement Certificate of a Pharmaceutical

For the export of products legally marketed in the United States.

For the export of products not approved for marketing in the United
States (unapproved products) that meet the requirements of sections
801(e) or 802 of the FD&C Act.

Conforms to the format established by the World Health Organization
and is intended for use by the importing country when the product in

Product”.

“Supplementary Information Non-Clinical Research Use Only Certifi-

cate”.

“Exporter’s Certification Statement (Non-Clinical Research Use Only)”.

reviewing a license.

FD&C Act.

question is under consideration for a product license that will author-
ize its importation and sale or for renewal, extension, amending, or

For the export of a non-clinical research use only product, material, or
component that is not intended for human use which may be mar-
keted in, and legally exported from the United States under the

FDA will continue to rely on self-
certification by manufacturers for the
first three types of certificates listed in
table 1 of this document. Manufacturers
are requested to self-certify that they are
in compliance with all applicable
requirements of the FD&C Act, not only
at the time that they submit their
request to the appropriate center, but

also at the time that they submit the
certification to the foreign government.
The appropriate FDA centers will
review product information submitted
by firms in support of their certificate
and any suspected case of fraud will be
referred to FDA’s Office of Criminal
Investigations for follow up. Making or
submitting to FDA false statements on
any documents may constitute
violations of 18 U.S.C. 1001, with

penalties including up to $250,000 in
fines and up to 5 years imprisonment.

In the Federal Register of November
14, 2014 (79 FR 68277), FDA published
a 60-day notice requesting public
comment on the proposed collection of
information. No comments were
received.

FDA estimates the burden of this
collection of information as follows:

TABLE 2—ESTIMATED ANNUAL REPORTING BURDEN 1

FDA center and FDA form

Number of
responses per
respondent

Number of
respondents

Average
burden per
response

Total annual

responses Total hours

Center for Biologics Evaluation and Research
FDA 3613.
FDA 3613a.
FDA 3613b.
FDA 3613c.
Center for Devices and Radiological Health
FDA 3613.
FDA 3613a.
FDA 3613c.
Center for Veterinary Medicine
FDA 3613.
FDA 3613a.
FDA 3613b.

2,114 1

10,528 1

855 1

2,114 1 2,114

10,528 21,056

855 1 855

24,025

1There are no capital costs or operating and maintenance costs associated with this collection of information.

Dated: January 30, 2015.
Leslie Kux,
Associate Commissioner for Policy.
[FR Doc. 2015-02348 Filed 2-5-15; 8:45 am]
B